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PART  I 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 

of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed* 

table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

FREEDOM  OF  INFORMATION  ACT— National  Capital 
Planning  Commission  provides  procedures  for  obtain¬ 
ing  official  records .  21544 

TRUTH  IN  LENDING — FRS  rules  on  disclosures  regarding 
Real  Estate  Settlement  Procedures  Act;  effective 
6-20-75  . , . . . .  21470 

MORTGAGE  INSURANCE — HUD  rules  on  maximum 

interest  rate;  effective  4-28-75 .  21472 

EXCHANGE  MEMBERS,  BROKERS  AND  DEALERS— SEC 

proposes  to  modify  requirement  for  maintenance  of 
arrest  and  indictment  records  of  associated  persons; 
comments  by  6-18-75 . „ .  21498 

SMOKE  EMISSION  STANDARDS— FAA  proposal  affecting 

aircraft  interior  materials;  comments  by  6-11-75 .  21485 


NORTHWEST  ATLANTIC  COMMERCIAL  FISHERIES— Com 

merce/NOAA  reorganizes  administrative  regulations, 
effective  5-16-75 . „ . 


21474 


PART  II: 

HEALTH  SERVICES  DEVELOPMENT— HEW/PHS 
proposals  on  project  grants;  comments  by 
6-16-75  . 


PART  III: 

OLD  OIL  ALLOCATION  PROGRAM— FEA  issues 
entitlement  notice  for  March,  1975 _ 

PART  IV: 


RESCISSIONS  AND  DEFERRALS — OMB  reports  on 
required  proposals  by  Congressional  Budget 
and  Impoundment  Control  Act . 

PART  V: 

MINIMUM  WAGES— Labor/ESA  notice  for  Fedtoal 
and  federally  assisted  construction;  effective 
5-16-75 _ _ _ 


21643 


reminders 


(The  items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no 
legal  significance.  Since  this  list  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

DOT/CG — Boundary  lines;  Strait  of  Juan 
de  Fuca,  Haro  and  Strait,  and  Strait  of 

Georgia . . .  17022;  4-16-75 

EPA — Clean  Air  Act,  Federal  Water  Pollu¬ 
tion  Act;  administration;  provisions  with 
respect  to  Federal  contracts,  grants  and 
loans _ _  19437;  4-28-75 


NOW  Accounts  for  governmental  units; 
interest  on  deposits..  17831;  4-23-75 
FRS — Interest  on  deposits;  restrictions  on 
NOW  accounts . 17137;  4-17-75 

Daily  List  of  Public  Laws 

NOTE:  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today's 
LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5266.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  daily,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington.  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (40  8 tat.  600,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  anti  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.8.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
in  advanoe.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  76  cents  for  each  issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republicatlon  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


MEETINGS— 

COMMERCE/DIBA:  Industry  Policy  Advisory  Committee 


for  Multilateral  Trade  Negotiations,  6-20-75 .  21504 

Semiconductor  Technical  Advisory  Committee,  6-17 

and  6-18-75 . 21504 

FPC:  Staff  Conference  on  Relevant  Issues,  5-27  and 
5-28-75  . 21539 


INTERIOR/NPS:  North  Atlantic  Regional  Advisory 


Committee,  6-10-75 _ 21501 

CRC:  Massachusetts  State  Advisory  Committee,  6-16- 

75 . . .  21511 

RESCHEDULED  MEETINGS-r- 

LABOR/OSHA:  Standards  Advisory  Committee  on  Coke 

Oven  Emissions,  5-20  through  5-22-75 . 21549 


contents 


THE  PRESIDENT 

SPECIAL  MESSAGE  TO  CONGRESS 

Budget  rescissions  and  deferrals-.  21643 

EXECUTIVE  AGENCIES 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Grade,  size  and  maturity  stand¬ 
ards: 

Fruits;  import  regulations _ 21468 

Grapefruit  (seeded) _ 21467 

Lemons  grown  in  California  and 

Arizona _  21469 

Inspection  and  certification  stand¬ 
ards: 

Rough  rice;  correction _ 21467 

Whole  dry  peas _ 21467 

Limitations  of  handling  and  ship- 
ing: 

Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in 

Ariz.  and  Calif _ 21468 

Milk  marketing  areas : 

Appalachian  area;  correction  21469 

Georgia;  correction _ 21469 


Proposed  Rules 

Limitation  of  handling  and  ship¬ 
ments  : 

Cherries  grown  in  Michigan. 


New  York,  Wise.,  Pa.,  Ohio, 

Va.  and  W.  Va.  and  Md _ 21483 

Pears,  plums  and  peaches  grown 
in  Calif _ 21483 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration;  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

Notices 

Cascade  Head  Scenic-Research 
area,  Siuslaw  National  Forest; 
guidelines  _ 21502 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings;  State  advisory  commit¬ 
tees: 

Massachusetts _ _ _ 21511 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings : 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council.  21511 

COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM  THE 
BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY  HANDI¬ 
CAPPED 
Notices 

Procurement  list,  1975;  additions 

and  deletions _ 21514 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Rules 

Loan  and  purchase  program, 
grains  and  similarly  handled 
'commodities  :~ 

Cotton  _ 21469 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Mari¬ 
time  Administration;  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Acquisition  Advisory  Group _ 21499 

DISEASE  CONTROL  CENTER 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Medical  Laboratory  Services  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee _ 21507 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 


Export  privileges;  actions  affect¬ 
ing: 

Information  Magnetics,  Inc.  and 

Gresham-Infomag,  Ltd _ 21505 

Meetings : 

Industry  Policy  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Multilateral  Trade 

Negotiations _ 21504 

National  Industrial  Energy  Con¬ 
servation  Council _ 21504 

Semiconductor  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee _ 21504 


EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 


Applications  and  proposals  clos¬ 
ing  dates : 

Bilingual  Education  Fellow¬ 
ships  _  21508 

Teacher  Corps _ 21507 

Emergency  school  aid;  funding 
criteria  and  reservation  of 

funds;  correction _ 21509 

Meetings: 

National  Advisory  Council  on 
Adult  Education _ 21508 


EMPLOYMENT  STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  construction-  21653 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Notices 

Pesticide  registration;  application 

(2  documents) _ 21514,  21515 

ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  COUNCIL 

Notices 

Environmental  statements : 

Actions  requiring  preparation. _  21513 

Availability _ 21511 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directives : 

Bellanca _ _ _ _ 21471 

Control  zones  (2  documents) _ 21472 

Proposed  Rules 

Transition  areas  (4  documents  >  __  21484. 

21485 

Transport  category  airplanes; 
smoke  emission  from  interior 
materials _ 21485 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Maritime  services,  land  and  ship¬ 
board  : 

Mandatory  VHF  requirements.  _  21474 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Intention  to  issue  prohibition  or¬ 
ders  to  certain  powerplants  (2 


documents) _ 21516 

Old  oil  allocation  program : 

Entitlement  notices _ 21637 


FEDERAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  COUNCIL 
Proposed  Rules 

Review  functions  of  the  Council; 
criteria  for  determining  need 


for  agency  policy _ 21488 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Alternate  fuel  demands _ 21492 
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CONTENTS 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Anadarko  Production  Co - 21532 

Arkansas -Missouri  Power  Co__  21533 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp_  21533 
Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission 

Co _ *  21534 

Indiana  and  Michigan  Electric 

Co _ 21534 

Michigan-Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 

Co _ _ 21535 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 

Co _ 21535 

Pensylvania  Electric  Co - 21535 

Pennsylvania  Power  &  Light  Co_  21535 
Superior  Water,  Light  &  Power 

Co _ 21535 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission 

Corp _ 21536 

Meetings: 

Federal  Power  Commission  Staff 
Conference  on  Relevant  Is¬ 
sues  _  21539 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Rules 

Truth  in  lending: 

Disclosures  in  connection  with 
the  Real  Estate  Settlement 


Procedures  Act - 21470 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Clinton  Bancshares,  Inc - 21539 

First  Bancorp,  Inc - 21539 

First  Union,  Inc— _ 21540 

FOB,  Corp _ 21540 

Michigan  National  Corp - 21540 

Padgett  Agency,  Inc - 21540 

Westland  Banks,  Inc.  (2  docu¬ 
ments _  21540,  21541 

Willard  Bancshares,  Inc__- - 21542 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Line  of  business  reporting  pro¬ 
gram: 

Confidentiality  rules  and  pro¬ 
cedures  with  respect  to  1974 


reporting  year - 21542 

Proposed  reporting  form  and  re¬ 
lated  material  for  1974  data 
collection:  hearing - 21543 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Notices 

Endangered  species:  determina¬ 
tion  of  critical  habitat _ 21499 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review;  re¬ 
ceipt  of  proposals  (2  docu¬ 
ments) _  21543,  21544 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  REGULATIONS 
BOARD 

Proposed  Rules 

Motor  vehicles:  use  of  catalytic 
heaters _ 21485 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Disease  Control  Center; 
Education  Office;  Public  Health 
Service. 

Notices 

Organization,  functions,  and  au¬ 
thority  delegations: 

Assistant  Regional  Director  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation _ 21510 


Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  entry  agree¬ 


ment: 

New  Hampshire - 21509 

Wisconsin  _ 21509 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Rules 

Mortgage  and  loan  insurance  pro¬ 
grams: 

Interest  rates _ 21472 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice;  National  Park  Service. 

Notices 

Environmental  statements,  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Mattamuskeet  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge _ 21502 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Adequacy  of  intercity  rail  passen¬ 
ger  service _ 21549 

Hearing  assignments _ 21549 

Motor  carriers: 

Irregular  route  property  car¬ 
riers;  gateway  elimination _ 21550 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  _  21564 

Transfer  proceedings  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  21563 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Employment  Standards  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion.  • 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 


Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  _  21547 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Pacific  Far  East  Line,  Inc _ 21505 

Computation  of  foreign  costs: 

Bulk  Container;  Ro-Ro  Com¬ 
bination  Carriers  Construc¬ 
tion  _  21505 

Containerships _ 21506 

Tanker  construction _ 21506 


NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Freedom  of  Information  Act  regu¬ 
lations  _  21544 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 


ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 

Brake  fluids _ 21474 

Proposed  Rules 

Defect,  non-compliance  and  rule- 
making  proceedings;  petition 
procedures _ 21486 


NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Regulated  commercial  fisheries  __  21474 


Notices 

Marine  mammal  permit  applica¬ 
tions: 

Hall,  Nicholas  R.  and  Dawson, 

William  R . 21506 

New  York  Zoological  Society 

(2  documents) _ 21506 

Ponganis,  Paul  J _ 21506 

Sea  World.  Inc . . 21506 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Notices 

Meetings : 

North  Atlantic  Regional  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee _ 21501 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

General  Electric  Co _ 21546 

Connecticut  Yankee  Atomic 

Power  Co _ 21545 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp. 
et  al__ . 21546 


OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Roll-over  protective  structures  for 
agricultural  tractors;  correc¬ 
tion  _ _ _ 21474 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Standards  Advisory  Committee 
on  Coke  Oven  Emissions _ 21549 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rutes 

Health  services;  project  grants _ 21628 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Loan  guarantees  proposed: 

Florence  Telephone  Co.,  Inc _ 21502 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Broker-dealers: 

Maintenance  of  arrest  and  in¬ 


dictment  records _ 21498 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Continental  Vending  Machine 

Corp _ 21547 

Detroit,  Cincinnati  and  Boston 

Stock  Exchanges _ 21547 

General  Public  Utilities  Corp__  21547 

General  Refractories  Co _ 21548 

Integrity  Entertainment  Corp _ 21548 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  ;  Hazardous  Materials  Reg¬ 
ulations  Board;  National  High¬ 
way  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Antidumping: 

Potassium  chloride  from  Can¬ 
ada  _  21499 

UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY  ASSOCIATION 
Notices 

Use  of  railroad  properties  for 
other  public  purposes - 21548 


iv 
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The  following  numerical  guide  Is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today’s 
issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 
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since  January  1,  1974,  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 
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Proposed  Rules: 

2411 . —  21488 

2413 . 21488 
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68- . 21467 

905_ . 21467 

908 _ 21468 

910  _ 21469 

944— . 21468 

1007 . 21469 

1011 . - . . . . 21469 

1427 . 21469 

Proposed  Rules: 

917 . 21483 

930 .  21483 

12  CFR 

226— .  21470 

14  CFR 

39 . 21471 

71  (2  documents) _ 21472 


Proposed  Rules: 

25  _  _ 

_  21485 

71  (4  documents)  . 

21484,  21485 

121  _ 

21485 

17  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

240 _ 

_  21498 
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Proposed  Rules: 
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-  21492 

260 _ 

_  21492 
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29  CFR 

1910 _ 

1928 _ 

_  21474 

_  21474 

42  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

51 _ 

51c _ 

_  21628 

_  21268 

47  CFR 

83 _ 

_  21474 

49  CFR 

571 _ _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

_  21474 

177, . 

552 _ _ _ 

_  21485 

_  21486 

50  CFR 

240 _ 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED— MAY 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  May. 


3  CFR 


7  CFR — Continued 


12  CFR 


Proclamations  : 

3279  (Amended  by  Proc.  4370) _  19421 

4370  _ 19421 

4371  _ 19419 

4372  _ 20255 

4373. .  20257 

4374 . 20791 

Executive  Orders: 

7522  (See  PLO  5497* _  18997 

11803  (Amended  by  EO  11857) _  20261 

11814  (Amended  by  EO  11855) _  19423 

11837  (See  EO  11857) _  20261 

11842  (See  EO  11857) _ 20261 

11855  _  19423 

11856  _  20259 

11857  _ 1 _ 20261 

11858  _ 20263 

11859  _ 20265 


Presidential  Documents  Other 
Than  Proclamations  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Orders 

Memorandum  of  April  24,  1975  (2 

documents) _  20605,  20607 

Memorandum  of  April  25,  1975 _ 20609 

4  CFR 

400 _  19429 

411 _ * _  19425 

Proposed  Rules: 

412 _  19486 


1002 _ 

1004 _ 

1007 _ 

1011 _ 

1015 _ 

1036 . . . 

1040 _ 

1427 _ 

1488_ . . 

1822 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

52 _ 

271 _ 

726 _ 

911 _ 

915 _ 

917 _ 

930 _ 

953- . . 

1011 _ 

1030 _ 

1033 _ 

1090 _ 

1101 _ 

1121 _ 

1126 _ 

1127  _ 

1128  _ 

1129  _ 

1130  _ 

1139 _ 

1408 _ 

1823 _ 


_  19829 

_  19829 

_  21469 

_  19634,  21469 

. .  19829 

_  19829 

_  19829 

_  21469 

_  19439 

. . -  21024 


_  19830 

.  20284 

_  20095 

19479,  21033 

_  21033 

.  21483 

_  21483 

_  19479 

_  20095 

_  21033 

_  20095 

.  20095 

_  20095 

.  20004 

_  20004 

_  20004 

_  20004 

_ 20004 

_  20004 

_  21034 

_  19830 

_  20284 


5  CFR 


9 _ 20259 

213 _  19429,  19799 

Proposed  Rules  : 

2411 _ , _ 21488 

2413 _ 21488 

7  CFR 

52 _  19429 

55  _ 20055 

56  _ 20055 

59 . 20057,  20941 

68 _ 21467 

70 _ 20060 

102 _ _ * _ 19011 

225 _ 20611 

301 _  19430,  21023 

354 _ _ _  19633, 19828 

621  _  20941 

622  _  20941 

730 _ 20060 

900 _ 20267 

905 _  20061,  21467 

907  _  19009,  20062,  21023 

908  _  19010, 

19433,  20063,  20611,  21023,  21468 

309 _ 20611 

910 _  19200,  20267,  21469 

916  _ 20063 

917  _ 19633,  20064 

918  _  19828 

944 _  20065,  21468 

1001 _ 19829 


8  CFR 

242 _  20816 

9  CFR 

73 _ - _ 20612 

91 . 20941 

97 _ 20065 

112  _  20066,  20941 

113  _  20066,  20941 

Proposed  Rules: 

92 _  19480 

10  CFR 

0 _ _ _  20268 

211 _ 20941 

213 _ 19799 

50 _ 19439 

303 _ 20465 

305 _ —  20486 

307 . 20489 

Rulings: 

1975-4 _  19635 

1975-5 _ 19800 

Proposed  Rules  : 

2 . . — _ _ _ 20110 

21 _ _ _ 20110 

31 _ 20110 

35 _ 20110 

40 _ 20110 

205 _  20956 

211  _ 19660 

212  _ _  19219,  19659,  20654 


9 _ 20612 

207 . 19636 

220  _  19636 

221  _ 19636 

226 _ 21470 

523 _ 19193,  21025 

541 _ 20944 

544  _ 20944 

545  _  20942,  20944,  21025 

552_ . 20945 

563 _ _ _ _ —  21025 

563b_ . 19801 

F*roposed  Rules: 

202 _  20827 

226 _  19489 

*  228 _ 19495 

13  CFR 

121 _ — _  20951 

306 _  19443 

Proposed  Rules: 

121— . . . 20110 
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rules  and  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Codti  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (STANDARDS,  INSPEC¬ 
TIONS,  MARKETING  PRACTICES),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


PART  68— REGULATIONS  AND  STAND¬ 
ARDS  FOR  INSPECTION  AND  CERTIFI¬ 
CATION  OF  CERTAIN  AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES  AND  PRODUCTS 
THEREOF 

Standards  for  Rough  Rice;  Correction 


The  U.3.  Standards  for  Rough  Rice 
(7  CFR  68.201  et  seq.)  were  revised  and 
published  as  final  rulemaking  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Thursday,  March  6, 
1975. 

The  following  errors  were  found : 

1.  On  page  10473,  $  68.202(c)  (2),  lines 
6  and  7  read  “.  .  .  of  long- or  short-grain 
rice”  and  should  be  changed  to  read 
"...  of  long-grain  rice  or  whole  kernels 
of  short-grain  rice.” 

2.  On  page  10473,  §  68.202(c)  (3),  lines 
6  and  7  read  ”...  of  long-  or  medium- 
grain  rice”  and  should  be  changed  to 
read  ”...  of  long-grain  rice  or  whole 
kernels  of  medium-grain  rice.” 

3.  On  page  10474,  third  column,  in  the 
paragraph  entitled  “Certification,”  the 
wording  reads  “For  a  period  of  6  months 
after  July  1,  1975,  .  .  and  should  be 
changed  to  read  “For  a  period  of  6 
months  after  June  1, 1975,  .  .  .”  The  cor¬ 
rection  was  necessary  so  that  the  6- 
month  interval  coincides  with  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  June  1,  1975  for  the  new 
rough  rice  standards. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on:  May  12, 
1975. 


E.  L.  Peterson, 
Administrator, 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 


[FR  Doc.75-12911  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


PART  68— REGULATIONS  AND  STAND¬ 
ARDS  FOR  INSPECTION  AND  CERTIFI¬ 
CATION  OF  CERTAIN  AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES  AND  PRODUCTS 
THEREOF 

Standards  for  Whole  Dry  Peas;  Correction 

The  U.S.  standards  for  whole  dry  peas 
(7  CFR  68.401  et  seq.)  were  revised  (39 
FR  18633— May  29,  1974),  effective 
July  1, 1974,  after  public  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceedings  according  to  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  of  section  553  of 
Title  5,  United  States  Code. 

An  error  was  found  in  footnote  4  to  the 
table  in  S  68.406.  Footnote  4  reads  in 
part,  “.  .  .  through  the  appropriate  ob¬ 
long-hole  sieve  as  follows:”  The  part 
should  read  “.  .  .  through  the  appro¬ 
priate  oblong-hole  or  slotted-hole  sieve 
as  follows:” 


Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  203 
and  205  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Act  of  1946,  60  Stat.  1087  and  1090,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1622  and  1624)  foot¬ 
note  4  in  §  68.406  of  the  U.S.  standards 
for  whole  dry  peas  is  amended  to  sub¬ 
stitute  the  last  quoted  phrase  for  the 
first  quoted  phrase.  This  amendment  is 
made  solely  to  correct  the  sieve  descrip¬ 
tion  since  both  oblong-hole  sieves  and 
slotted-hole  sieves  are  used  in  the  in¬ 
spection  of  whole  dry  peas  and  can  be 
expected  to  give  equivalent  results. 

It  does  not  appear  that  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  rulemaking  would  make 
additional  relevant  information  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Department  on  this  matter. 
Also,  this  amendment  should  become 
effective  as  soon  as  possible  so  as  to 
conform  to  present  procedures.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  under  the  administrative  pro¬ 
cedure  provisions  of  section  553  of  Title 
5,  United  States  Code,  it  is  found  upon 
good  cause  that  further  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  participation  in  rulemaking  pro¬ 
cedures  with  respect  to  the  amendment 
are  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest,  and  good  cause  is  found 
for  making  it  effective  May  16, 1975. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on:  May 
12, 1975. 

E.  L.  Peterson, 
Administrator, 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-12910  File*  5-15-75:8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Grapefruit  Reg.  75,  Amdt.  8;  Export  Reg. 

24,  Amdt.  8] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT,  TAN¬ 
GERINES,  AND  TANGELOS  GROWN  IN 
FLORIDA 

Amendment  of  Grade  Regulations 

These  amendments  lower  the  mini¬ 
mum  grade  requirements  applicable  to 
domestic  and  export  shipments  of  Flor¬ 
ida  white  seedless  grapefruit  and  white 
and  pink  seeded  grapefruit  to  U.S.  No.  2 
Russet  on  May  19,  1975.  The  specifica¬ 
tion  of  such  lower  minimum  grade  re¬ 
quirement  recognizes  the  lesser  quality 
of  such  grapefruit  estimated  to  be  re¬ 
maining  for  fresh  shipment  from  the 
production  area. 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  905), 
regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 


tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674)  and  upon 
other  available  information,  including 
an  informal  poll  of  the  members  of  the 
Growers  Administrative  Committee,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  minimum  grade 
requirements  applicable  to  seedless  and 
seeded  grapefruit,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  These  amendments  reflect  the  De¬ 
partment’s  appraisal  of  the  current  and 
prospective  demand  for  white  seedless 
grapefruit  and  white  and  pink  seeded 
grapefruit  by  domestic  Mid  export  mar¬ 
ket  outlets.  The  lower  minimum  grade 
requirement  specified  for  domestic  and 
export  shipments  of  white  seedless  grape¬ 
fruit  and  white  and  pink  seeded  grape¬ 
fruit  is  consistent  with  the  external  ap¬ 
pearance  and  remaining  supply  of  such 
grapefruit.  Fresh  shipments  of  Florida 
grapefruit  for  the  season  through  May  4, 
1975,  totaled  25,861  earlots,  and  there 
were  an  estimated  2,639  earlots  remain¬ 
ing  for  shipment. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  these  amendments  until 
30  days  after  publication  thereof  in  the 
Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that 
the  time  intervening  between  the  date 
when  information  upon  which  these 
amendments  are  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  these  amendments 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  in¬ 
sufficient;  and  these  amendments  lower 
requirements  applicable  to  the  handling 
of  white  seedless  grapefruit  and  white 
and  pink  seeded  grapefruit  grown  in 
Florida. 

Order.  1.  In  5  905.556  (Grapefruit  Reg¬ 
ulation  75:  39  FR  32976,  37186,  40745, 
42899;  40  FR  8321,  11345,  14889,  20061) 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (b)(1)  and 
(b)  (3)  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  905.556  Grapefruit  Regulation  75. 

•  «  •  •  • 

(b)  *  •  * 

(1)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  do  not  grade 
at  least  U.S.  No.  2  Russet; 

•  *  •  •  • 

(3)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  do  not  grade 
at  least  U.S.  No.  2  Russet;  or 

•  •  *  •  * 

2.  In  $  905.559  (Export  Regulation  24; 
39  FR  32976;  37186;  40  FR  2792,  11345, 
12646,  14889,  16210,  20061)  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  <b)  ( 11 )  and  (b)(13) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  905.559  Export  Regulation  24. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(11)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  In 
the  production  area,  which  do  not  grade 
at  least  U.S.  No.  2  Russet; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(13)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown 
in  the  production  area,  which  do  not 
grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  2  Russet; 

*  •  •  •  * 

(Sacs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674)) 

Dated,  May  13,  1975,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  May  19.  1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-12913  Filed  6-15-75;8:46  am) 

(Valencia  Orange  Reg.  498] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handing 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges  that 
may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market  during 
the  weekly  regulation  period  May  16-22, 
1975.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia  oranges 
so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  total  available  supply  of  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges,  the  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  currently  available  for  market, 
the  fresh  market  demand  for  Valencia 
oranges,  Valencia  orange  prices,  and  the 
relationship  of  season  average  returns  to 
the  parity  price  for  Valencia  oranges. 

§  908.798  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
498. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  F*ursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling 
of  such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(1)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc- 
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ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
resulted  from  consideration  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  enumerated  in  the  order.  The  com¬ 
mittee  further  reports  that  the  fresh 
market  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  to  be  generally  stronger.  Prices 
f.o.b.  averaged  $3.35  per  carton  on  a  re¬ 
ported  sales  volume  of  483,000  cartons 
last  week,  compared  with  an  average 
f.o.b.  price  of  $3.20  per  carton  and  sales 
of  370,000  cartons  a  week  earlier.  Track 
and  rolling  supplies  at  344  cars  were  up 
120  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  respec¬ 
tive  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  which 
may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  Val¬ 
encia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regula¬ 
tion;  interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  here¬ 
in  were  promptly  submitted  to  the  De¬ 
partment  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
the  provisions  of  this  regulation,  includ¬ 
ing  its  effective  time,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is  necessary, 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  regulation  effec¬ 
tive  during  the  period  herein  specified; 
and  compliance  with  this  regulation  will 
not  require  any  special  preparation  on 
the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  May  13,  1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  May 
16,  1975,  through  May  22,  1975,  are  here¬ 
by  fixed  as  follows : 

(1)  District  1:  230,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  382,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  238,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
“District  1",  “District  2”,  “District  3”, 


and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  14, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-13034  Filed  5-15-76;8:45  am] 

[Grapefruit  Reg.  15,  Arndt.  6] 

PART  944 — FRUITS;  IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Minimum  Grade  Requirements 

This  amendment  lowers  the  minimum 
grade  requirements  applicable  to  im¬ 
ported  white  seedless  and  white  and  pink 
seeded  grapefruit  to  U.S.  No.  2  Russet  on 
May  19,  1975.  The  requirement  is  the 
same  as  that  applicable  to  grapefruit 
produced  in  Florida  and  regulated  pur¬ 
suant  to  Marketing  Order  No.  905. 

This  amendment  is  consistent  with 
section  8e  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674).  This  section  requires 
that  whenever  specified  commodities,  in¬ 
cluding  grapefruit,  are  regulated  under 
a  Federal  marketing  order,  imports  of 
that  commodity  must  meet  the  same  or 
comparable  grade,  size,  quality,  or  ma¬ 
turity  requirements  as  those  in  effect  for 
the  domestically  produced  commodity. 
This  regulation  fixes  the  same  minimum 
grade  requirement  on  imported  white 
seedless  and  white  and  pink  seeded 
grapefruit  as  is  effective  under  Market¬ 
ing  Order  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  905),  regulating  the  handling  of 
oranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines,  and 
tangelos  grown  in  Florida. 

Order.  In  §  944.111  (Grapefruit  Regu¬ 
lation  15;  39  FR  33306,  37188;  40  FR 
8322,  11346,  14891,  20063)  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (a)  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  944.111  Grapefruit  Rcguplation  15. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  Seeded  grapefruit  shall  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  2  Russet  and  be  of  a  size 
not  smaller  than  3^0  inches  in  diam¬ 
eter  except  that  a  tolerance  for  seeded 
grapefruit  smaller  than  such  minimum 
size  shall  be  permitted  as  specified  in 
§  51.761  of  the  United  States  Standards 
for  Florida  Grapefruit;  and 

(2)  Seedless  grapefruit  shall  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  2  Russet  and  be  of  a  size 
not  smaller  than  3%o  inches  in  diam¬ 
eter  except  that  a  tolerance  for  seedless 
grapefruit  smaller  than  such  minimum 
size  shall  be  permited  as  specified  in 
§  51.761  of  the  United  States  Standards 
for  Florida  Grapefruit. 

*  •  •  •  • 

It  is  hereby  found  that  it  is  imprac¬ 
ticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  time  of  this 
amendment  beyond  that  hereinafter 
specified  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (a)  the 
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requirements  of  this  amended  import 
regulation  are  imposed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  8e  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.8.C.  601-674),  which  makes  such  regu¬ 
lation  mandatory;  (b)  this  amendment 
fixes  the  same  requirement  for  imports 
of  white  seedless  and  white  and  pink 
seeded  grapefruit  as  is  applicable  under 
amended  Grapefruit  Regulation  75 
(5  905.556)  to  the  shipment  of  white 
seedless  and  white  and  pink  seeded 
grapefruit  grown  in  Florida;  and  (c)  this 
amendment  lowers  the  minimum  grade 
requirements  applicable  to  imported 
white  seedless  and  white  and  pink  seeded 
grapefruit. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Dated:  May  13,  1975,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  May  19,  1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-12912  Filed  5-15-76;8:45  am) 


[Lemon  Reg.  692] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
California- Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  May  18-24, 
1975.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  910.  The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed 
was  arrived  at  after  consideration  of  the 
total  available  supply  of  lemons,  the 
quantity  of  lemons  currently  available 
for  market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
lemons,  lemon  prices,  and  the  relation¬ 
ship  of  season  average  returns  to  the 
parity  price  for  lemons. 

§  910.992  Lemon  Regulation  692. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910)  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be 
marketed  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  sit¬ 
uation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 


(1)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  lemons  is  stronger 
this  week  due  to  better  weather  and  the 
impending  holiday.  Average  f.o.b.  price 
was  $6.20  per  carton  the  week  ended 
May  10,  1975,  compared  .to  $6.25  per  car¬ 
ton  the  previous  week.  Track  and  rolling 
supplies  at  150  cars  were  up  11  cars  from 
last  week. 

<ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  lemons  which  may  be  handled 
should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  regulation  is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
regulation  must  become  effective  in  or¬ 
der  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effective 
time;  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
the  provisions  hereof  effective  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth.  The  committee  held  an 
open  meeting  during  the  current  week, 
after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  con¬ 
sider  supply  and  market  conditions  for 
lemons  and  the  need  for  regulation;  in¬ 
terested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  here¬ 
in  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
the  provisions  of  this  regulation,  includ¬ 
ing  its  effective  time,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  regulation  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  regulation  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was  held 
on  May  13, 1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  May 
18,  1975  through  May  24,  1975,  is  hereby 
fixed  at  300,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
and  “carton  (s)  ”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  In  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 
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(Secs.  1-19,  48  8tat.  81,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  14, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-13179  Filed  5-16-75;  11 :47  am] 

CHAPTER  X— AGRICULTURAL 
MARKETING  SERVICE 

PART  1011— MILK  IN  THE 
APPALACHIAN  MARKETING  AREA 

CFR  Correction 

On  pages  221  and  222  of  the  current 
edition  of  7  CFR  Parts  1000-1059  remove 
8  1011.51  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2). 

PART  1007— MILK  IN  THE  GEORGIA 
MARKETING  AREA 

CFR  Correction 

On  page  199  of  the  current  edition  of  7 
CFR  Parts  1000-1059,  transfer  the  list 
of  Georgia  counties  now  appearing  under 
§  1007.52(a)  (2)  to  appear  under  para¬ 
graph  (a) (1). 


CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR* 
PORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[Arndt.  2] 

PART  1427— COTTON 

Subpart — Seed  Cotton  Loan  Program 
Regulations 

Miscellaneous  Changes 

Notices  of  proposed  rulemaking  with 
respect  to  the  continuation  of  the  loan 
program  for  the  1975  crops  of  upland  and 
extra  long  staple  seed  cotton  and  operat¬ 
ing  provisions  to  carry  out  the  program 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  July  17,  1974  and  August  15,  1974  (39 
FR  26159  and  39  FR  29375),  respectively. 
Four  responses  were  received.  Three 
recommended  continuing  the  program 
and  one  recommended  that  the  program 
be  discontinued.  After  careful  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  recommendations  it  has  been 
determined  that  the  program  will  again 
be  offered  in  1975.  Therefore,  the  Seed 
Cotton  Loan  Program  Regulations  issued 
by  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and 
published  as  “Subpart-Seed  Cotton  Loan 
Program  Regulations”  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  38  FR  14816  and  16631,  as 
amended,  are  hereby  further  amended 
to  incorporate  several  previously  an¬ 
nounced  changes  in  the  operating  pro¬ 
visions  as  follows; 

1.  Paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  8  1427.163 
are  amended  to  provide  that  an  ap¬ 
proved  cooperative  or  a  commercial  gin¬ 
ning  company  designated  by  producers 
to  obtain  loans  in  their  behalf  may  re¬ 
quest  and  obtain  disbursement  of  loans 
through  a  central  county  office.  The 
amended  paragraphs  read  as  follows: 
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§1127.163  Disbursement  of  loans. 

(a>  Where  to  request  loans.  A  pro¬ 
ducer  or  his  agent  shall  request  a  loan 
at  the  local  county  office  for  the  county 
where  the  cotton  is  stored,  which  will 
assist  the  producer  in  completing  the 
loan  documents,  except  that  approved 
cooperatives  and  approved  financially 
responsible  commercial  ginning  com¬ 
panies  designated  by  producers  to  ob¬ 
tain  loans  in  their  behalf  may  obtain 
loans  through  a  central  county  office. 

(b)  Disbursement  of  loans.  Disburse¬ 
ment  of  each  loan  will  be  made  by  the 
county  office  of  the  county  in  which  the 
cotton  is  stored  by  means  of  drafts 
drawn  on  CCC  by  the  county  office,  ex¬ 
cept  that  approved  cooperatives  or  com¬ 
mercial  ginning  companies  designated 
by  producers  to  obtain  loans  in  their 
behalf  may  obtain  disbursement  of 
loans  at  a  central  county  office.  Service 
charges  shall  be  deducted  from  the  loan 
proceeds.  The  producer  or  his  agent 
shall  not  present  the  loan  documents 
for  disbursement  unless  the  cotton  is  in 
existence  and  in  good  condition.  If  the 
cotton  is  not  in  existence  and  in  good 
condition  at  the  time  of  disbursement, 
the  producer  or  his  agent  shall  immedi¬ 
ately  return  the  draft  issued  in  payment 
of  the  loan  or,  il  the  draft  has  been 
negotiated,  shall  promptly  return  the 

tttyippaHc 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  1427.165  is 
changed  to  provide  that:  upland  cotton 
must  be  produced  on  a  farm  which  has 
a  base  acreage  allotment;  extra  long  sta¬ 
ple  cotton  must  be  produced  on  a  farm 
on  which  the  acreage  planted  to  such 
cotton  does  not  exceed  the  established 
allotment.  Paragraph  (e)  of  §  1427.165 
is  changed  to  provide  that  cotton  must 
not  be  produced  on  land  owned  by  the 
Federal  Government  which  is  occupied 
without  a  lease,  permit,  or  other  right 
of  possession.  The  amended  paragraphs 
are  as  follows : 

§  1427.165  Eligible  cotton. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  Upland  cotton  must  have  been 
produced  on  a  farm  which  has  a  base 
acreage  allotment  by  a  “cooperator”  as 
defined  in  section  408(b)  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  who 
has  complied  with  the  set-aside  require¬ 
ments,  if  any,  of  the  Upland  Cotton  Pro¬ 
gram  as  prescribed  in  Parts  71C,  722,  and 
791  of  this  title  and  any  amendment 
thereto.  Extra  long  staple  cotton  must 
have  been  produced  by  a  “cooperator” 
as  defined  in  section  408(b)  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  on  a 
farm  on  which  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  acreage  planted  to  such  cotton 
does  not  exceed  the  established  allot¬ 
ment  as  prescribed  in  Parts  718,  722, 
and  791  of  this  title  and  any  amend¬ 
ments  thereto. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(e)  Such  cotton  must  not  have  been 
produced  on  land  owned  by  the  Federal 
Government  if  such  land  Is  occupied 
without  a  lease,  permit,  or  other  right  of 
possession. 


3.  Section  1427.172  is  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  loan  service  fee  applicable 
to  approve  cooperatives  or  to  commercial 
ginning  companies  shall  be  $7.25  per 
loan,  provided  loan  documents  are  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  cooperative  or  gin  company. 
The  amended  section  reads  as  follow's: 

§  1427.172  Loan  servire  fee. 

A  producer  shall  pay  a  loan  service 
fee  of  $10  per  loan,  plus  $1  for  each  addi¬ 
tional  risk  or  other  individual  lot  in  stor¬ 
age  over  one,  for  each  loan  disbursed,  ex¬ 
cept  that  in  the  case  of  loans  to  approved 
cooperatives  or  to  producers  through  ap¬ 
proved  ginning  companies  acting  in  the 
producer’s  behalf,  the  fee  shall  be  $7.25 
per  loan  if  the  cooperative  or  approved 
ginning  company  prepares  the  loan  docu¬ 
ments.  This  fee  is  not  refundable. 

4.  Section  1427.174  is  revised  to  change 
the  restrictions  governing  the  use  of 
agents  and  to  make  such  provisions  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions  covering  ware¬ 
house-stored  lint  cotton  loans.  The  re¬ 
vised  section  is  retitled  “Use  of  Agents” 
and  reads  as  follows: 

§  1427.174  Use  of  agents. 

A  producer  who  desires  to  appoint  an 
attorney-in-fact  to  act  in  his  place  and 
stead  in  obtaining  and  repaying  loans 
may  use  Power  of  Attorney,  Form  ASCS- 
211  (referred  to  in  this  subpart  as  “Form 
211”),  except  that  a  power  of  attorney 
cm  another  form  will  be  accepted  if  it 
is  determined  by  CCC  to  be  legally  suffi¬ 
cient.  The  original  or  facsimile  of  the 
power  of  attorney  or  a  copy  certified  by 
a  notary  public  as  a  true  and  correct  copy 
must  be  filed  with  the  county  office.  An 
attorney-in-fact  shall  not  make  any 
purchase  of  the  seed  cotton  redeemed 
from  a  loan  or  the  producers’  equity  in 
such  cotton  for  his  own  account  or  as 
agent  for  others,  or  sell  any  such  cotton 
or  equities  therein  to  any  person  by  whom 
he  is  employed  or  who  has  the  right  to 
control  or  direct  his  sale  of  the  seed  cot¬ 
ton,  the  equity  therein,  or  the  lint  cotton 
produced  therefrom.  Any  delegation  of 
authority  given  in  violation  of  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  without  force  and  effect 
and  shall  not  be  recognized  by  CCC. 

5.  Paragraph  (c)  of  §  1427.178  is 
amended  to  permit  approved  cooperatives 
and  commercial  ginning  companies  des¬ 
ignated  by  producers  to  obtain  loans  in 
their  behalf  to  remove  seed  cotton  from 
storage  for  ginning  without  obtaining 
prior  approval  from  the  county  office  un¬ 
der  certain  conditions.  The  amended 
paragraph  (c)  reads  as  follows: 

§  1427.17$  Settlement. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Removal  of  loan  cotton.  A  pro¬ 
ducer  or  his  agent  shall  not  remove  from 
storage  any  cotton  covered  by  a  chattel 
mortgage  until  prior  written  approval  has 
been  received  from  the  county  committee 
for  removal  of  such  cotton.  Any  such 
approval  shall  be  subject  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  set  out  in  the  approval 
form.  If  a  producer  or  his  agent  obtains 
such  approval,  he  may  remove  such  cot¬ 
ton  from  storage,  sell  the  seed  cotton, 


have  it  ginned,  .and  sell  the  lint  cotton 
and  cottonseed  obtained  therefrom.  The 
ginner  shall  inform  the  county  office  in 
writing  immediately  after  the  cotton  re¬ 
moved  from  storage  has  been  ginned  and 
furnish  the  county  office  the  loan  num¬ 
ber,  producer's  name,  and  applicable  gin 
bale  numbers.  If  the  seed  cotton  is  re¬ 
moved  from  storage,  the  loan,  interest, 
and  charges  thereon  must  be  satisfied  not 
later  than  (1)  the  date  established  by 
the  county  committee,  (2)  promptly  after 
the  producer  received  the  class  cards 
(and  the  warehouse  receipts,  if  the  cot¬ 
ton  is  delivered  to  a  warehouse),  repre¬ 
senting  such  cotton,  or  (3)  the  loan 
maturity  date,  whichever  is  earliest.  If 
the  seed  cotton  or  lint  cotton  is  sold,  tire 
loan,  interest,  and  charges  must  be  satis¬ 
fied  immediately.  A  producer  (except  a 
cooperative)  may  obtain  a  warehouse 
storage  loan  on  the  lint  cotton,  but  the 
loan,  interest,  and  charges  on  the  seed 
cotton  must  be  satisfied  out  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  warehouse  storage  loan.  An 
approved  cooperative  must  repay  the  seed 
cotton  loan,  interest,  and  charges  before 
pledging  the  cotton  for  a  warehouse  stor¬ 
age  loan.  If  approved  cooperatives  and 
commercial  ginning  companies  author¬ 
ized  by  producers  to  obtain  loans  in  their 
behalf  remove  seed  cotton  from  storage 
prior  to  obtaining  approval  to  move  such 
cotton,  such  removal  shall  constitute  con¬ 
version  of  such  cotton  unless  the  cooper¬ 
ative  or  commercial  ginning  company 
notifies  the  county  office  in  writing  the 
following  morning  by  mail  or  otherwise 
that  such  cotton  has  been  moved  and 
is  on  the  gin  yard,  furnishes  CCC  an 
irrevocable  letter  of  credit  if  requested, 
and  repays  the  loan  within  the  time 
specified  by  the  county  committee.  Any 
removal  from  storage  shall  not  be  deemed 
to  constitute  a  release  of  CCC’s  security 
interest  in  the  cotton  or  to  release  the 
producer  or  approved  cooperative  from 
liability  for  the  loan.  Interest,  and 
charges  if  full  payment  of  such  amount 
is  not  received  by  the  county  office. 

(Secs.  4,  5,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended  (15 
US.C.  714  b  and  c)) 

Effective  date.  May  16, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  7, 
1975. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Executive  Vice  President. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[PR  Doc.75-12954  Piled  5-15-75:8:45  am) 

Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  II — FEDERAL  RESERVE 
SYSTEM 

SUBCHAPTER  A — BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

IReg.  Z\ 

PART  226— TRUTH  IN  LENDING 

Disclosures  Regarding  Real  Estate 
Settlement  Procedures 

This  Interpretation  is  written  to  clar¬ 
ify  the  application  of  Regulation  Z  to 
the  standardized  form,  including  Truth 

in  Lending  disclosures  and  instructions. 
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prescribed  by  the  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  to  meet  the 
disclosure  requirements  of  the  Real  Es¬ 
tate  Settlement  Procedures  Act.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  the  standardized  form  is  designed 
for  the  disclosure  of  loans  and  credit 
sales,  and  it  should  be  used  regardless  of 
any  differing  requirements  in  Regula-— ' 
tion  Z. 

Section  226.102  is  added  to  read  as  set 
forth  below: 

§  226.102  Disclosures  made  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Real  Estate  Settlement 
Procedures  Act  of  1974. 

(a)  The  Real  Estate  Settlement  Pro¬ 
cedures  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-533)  re¬ 
quires  the  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  to  prescribe  a  stand¬ 
ardized  form  for  the  disclosure  of  settle¬ 
ment  costs,  which  must  be  given  to  home 
buyers  in  transactions  which  involve 
federally  related  mortgage  loans.  Sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  statute  specifically  requires 
that  such  form  include  all  information 
and  data  required  to  be  disclosed  by  the 
Federal  Truth  In  Lending  Act.  A  Truth  in 
Lending  disclosure  form  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “form”)  and  instructions  to 
be  used  in  completing  such  form  have 
been  prescribed  as  a  part  of  the  stand¬ 
ardized  form.  Because  of  the  unavoidable 
complexity  inherent  in  combining  settle¬ 
ment  and  credit  costs  into  one  form,  the 
requirements  relating  to  the  use  of  the 
standardized  form  differ  to  some  degree 
from  the  requirements  imposed  under 
Regulation  Z.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this 
interpretation  to  eliminate  any  confusion 
as  to  the  steps  creditors  must  take  in 
complying  with  the  Truth  in  Lending 
disclosure  requirements  in  completing 
the  form  and  to  clarify  the  interrela¬ 
tionship  between  the  Truth  in  Lending 
Act  and  the  Real  Estate  Settlement  Pro- 
cedures  Act 

(b)  Sections  226.6(b),  226.8(c),  and 
226.8(d)  of  Regulation  Z  characterize 
credit  transactions  as  loans  or  credit 
sales  and  require  differing  disclosures  for 
each.  The  form  is  designed  for  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  both  credit  sales  and  loans. 
The  form  should  be  used  for  consumer 
credit  transactions  subject  to  the  Real 
Estate  Settlement  Procedures  Act  re¬ 
gardless  of  whether  the  transaction  may 
be  characterized  as  a  loan  or  a  credit 
sale  and  such  use  shall  not  constitute  a 
violation  of  the  Truth  in  Lending  Act. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
§  226.8(a)  (1) ,  the  form  precludes  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  the  promissory  note  or  other 
instrument  evidencing  the  obligation. 
Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  §  226.6 
(c)  (2) ,  the  form  precludes  the  inclusion 
of  any  inconsistent  State  disclosure  re¬ 
quirements.  Notwithstanding  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  8  226.8(a),  itemization  and  dis¬ 
closure  of  charges  excludable  from  the 
finance  charge  under  8  226.4(b)  may  be 
made  on  the  settlement  costs  portion  of 
the  combined  form. 

(d)  The  form,  when  properly  com¬ 
pleted  in  accordance  with  Regulation  Z 
and  the  Instructions  provided  with  the 
form,  constitutes  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  8  226.6(a)  relating  to  “clear, 
conspicuous,  and  meaningful  sequence” 
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disclosure  requirements.  (Under  8  226.6 
(a)  creditors  must  continue  to  disclose 
more  conspicuously  the  terms  “annual 
percentage  rate”  and  “finance  charge”  as 
well  as  making  numeric  disclosures  under 
the  type  size  requirements  specified.) 
The  instructions  accompanying  the  form 
permit  creditors  to  delete  inapplicable 
disclosures,  to  substitute  more  pertinent 
disclosures  for  those  presently  included, 
to  provide  for  additional  space  or  lan¬ 
guage  where  necessary  to  satisfy  full  dis¬ 
closure,  and  to  make  additional  disclo¬ 
sures  not  presently  included  where  such 
are  required.  Such  permissive  changes  to 
the  form  should  be  made  in  compliance 
with  8  226.6(a). 

The  form  provides  for  the  optional  dis¬ 
closure  of  the  simple  annual  rate  of  con¬ 
tract  interest.  The  disclosure  of  such  rate 
does  not  constitute  a  violation  of  8  226.6 
(c). 

(e)  The  definition  of  “federally  related 
mortgage  loan”  provided  in  section  3  of 
the  Real  Estate  Settlement  Procedures 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  8  2602)  could  be  inter¬ 
preted  as  requiring  settlement  cost  dis¬ 
closures  in  transactions  which  are  ex¬ 
empt  under  8  226.3.  In  such  cases,  the 
form  need  not  be  provided. 

(f )  The  effective  date  of  this  interpre¬ 
tation  is  June  20,  1975,  which  coincides 
with  that  of  the  Real  Estate  Settlement 
Procedures  Act. 

(Interprets  and  applies  12  C.F.R.  226.4,  226.6, 
and  226.8) 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
May  5,  1975. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.76-12895  Filed  6-16-75:8:46  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Docket  No.  75-QL-10;  Arndt.  39-2209] 

PART  39 — AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Bellanca  Aircraft  Models  17-31,  17-31A, 
17-31TC,  17— 31ATC 

There  have  been  reports  of  the  vapor 
return  line  check  valve  P/N  19121-206 
sticking  or  being  improperly  installed  on 
the  Bellanca  Model  17-31  A.  Since  this 
condition  which  can  result  in  engine 
power  failure  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop 
in  other  airplanes  of  the  same  type  de¬ 
sign,  an  airworthiness  directive  is  being 
issued  to  require  modification  of  the 
vapor  return  line  check  valve  on  Bellanca 
Models  17-31,  17-31A,  17-31TC,  17- 
31ATC  airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

§  39.13  [Amended] 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697 
and  14  CFR  11.89)  8  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
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amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive. 

Bellanca.  Applies  to  the  following  air¬ 
planes  : 

17-31 :  S/N  32-1 
17-31TC:  All  serials 

17-31  A:  8/N  32-21  through  S/N  76-31168  ex¬ 
cept  S/N  32-25 

17-31ATC:  S/N  31004  through  8/N  75-3113 

Compliance:  Required  within  the  next  25 
hours  time  In  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD.  The  airplane  may  be  flown  to  a 
facility  where  the  modification  can  be  ac¬ 
complished  after  the  expiration  of  the  25 
hours  time  In  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  the  AD.  To  prevent  possible  engine  power 
failure  accomplish  the  following  as  appro¬ 
priate: 

A.  Models  Up  To  But  Not  Including  1973 
Models • 

The  check  valve  (P/N  19121-206**)  Is  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  diagonal  on  the  forward  wing 
truss  under  R/H  front  seat;  the  following 
procedure  Is  to  be  used. 

1.  Remove  right  front  seat,  lift  up  carpet 
and  remove  plywood  cover. 

2.  Remove  check  valve. 

3.  Disassemble  the  check  valve,  remove 
the  internal  check  ball  and  reassemble  the 
valve  without  the  Internal  check  ball.  Re¬ 
move  the  Bellanca  placard  showing  the  valve 
as  P/N  19121-206  and  remark  the  valve  hous¬ 
ing  with  a  yellow  stripe  through  the  AN  part 
number. 

4.  Reinstall  the  valve  in  the  vapor  return 
line. 

5.  Make  appropriate  log  book  entries. 

B.  1973  Model  Aircraft* 

The  check  valve  (19121-206**)  Is  located 
under  right  floorboard:  the  following  proce¬ 
dure  is  to  be  used: 

1.  Remove:  right  front  seat  forward  stop 
and  seat,  floor  mat,  right  kick  panel,  right 
half  of  heel  plate,  metal  cover  over  fuel 
selector,  and  right  floorboard. 

2.  Remove  check  valve. 

3.  Disassemble  the  check  valve,  remove  the 
Internal  check  ball  and  reassemble  the  valve 
without  the  Internal  check  ball.  Remove  the 
Bellanca  placard  showing  the  valve  as  P/N 
19121-206  and  remark  the  valve  housing  with 
a  yellow  stripe  through  the  AN  pert  number. 

4.  Reinstall  the  valve  in  the  vapor  return 
line. 

6.  Reverse  Step  1  to  complete  operation. 

6.  Make  approoriate  log  book  entries. 

C.  1974  and  1975  Model  Aircraft • 

The  check  valve  (19191-206**)  Is  located 
under  right  floorboard;  the  following  proce¬ 
dure  Is  to  be  vised : 

1.  Remove:  right  front  seat  forward  stop 
and  seat,  floor  mart,  right  cabin  heat  fresh  air 
deflector,  seat  adjuster  mechanism,  metal 
cover  over  fuel  selector,  and  right  floorboard. 

2.  Remove  check  valve. 

3.  Disassemble  the  check  valve,  remove  the 
Internal  check  ball  and  reassemble  the  valve 
without  the  internal  check  ball.  Remove  the 
Bellanca  placard  showing  the  valve  as  P/N 
19121-206  and  re-mark  the  valve  housing 
with  a  yellow  stripe  through  the  AN  part 
number. 

4.  Reinstall  the  valve  in  the  vapor  return 
line. 

5.  Reverse  Step  1  to  complete  procedure. 

6.  Make  appropriate  log  book  entries. 

•Identify  aircraft  model  year  by  referring 

to  first  two  digits  In  serial  number  for  1973, 
1974  and  1975  aircraft:  aircraft  serial  num¬ 
bers  prior  to  1973  were  not  coded  to  year. 

••The  check  valve  is  a  small  13/16  Inch  di¬ 
ameter  by  1%  Inch  long  (plus  fitting)  AN 
valve  located  in  the  vapor  return  line  between 
the  fuel  selector  and  the  firewall.  The  valve 
may  be  positively  Identified  by  noting  the 
Bellanca  placard  rework  number  19121-206 
located  after  AN  In  lieu  of  the  AN  number. 
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This  amendment  becomes  effective 
May  22,  1975. 

(Secs.  313(b),  601,  and  608  of  the  Federal 

Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UJ3.C.  1354(a) ,  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  TT.S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  May 
8,  1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 

Director. 

[  FR  Doc.75-12864  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  ami 


1  Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NW-20 1 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  March  21,  1975,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  12810)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
was  considering  an  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
that  would  alter  the  description  of  the 
Hillsboro,  Oregon,  Control  Zone. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
in  which  to  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments.  No  objections  were  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
amendment  is  hereby  adopted  without 
change. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  Gm.t.,  August  14,  1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  UJS.C.  1348(a))  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  Act  (49  U-S.C.  1655(c)  )  ) 

Issued  In  Seattle,  Washington,  on  May 
9,  1975. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director  Northwest  Region. 

§  71.171  [Amended] 

In  §71.171  (40  FR  354  >  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Hillsboro,  Oregon,  Control 
Zone  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
Hillsboro,  Oregon 

Within  a  6 -mile  radius  of  Portland-Hills- 
boro  Airport  (Latitude  45°32'15"  N,  Longi¬ 
tude  122*66  46''  W);  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Newburg  VORTAC  007*  radial, 
extending  from  the  S-mlle  radius  area  to 
8  miles  south  of  the  airport;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  039*  bearing  from  the  air¬ 
port  reference  point,  extending  from  the  5- 
mlle  radius  area  to  0.5  miles  northeast  of  the 
airport;  and  within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the 
323°  bearing  from  the  airport  reference 
point,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area 
to  16  miles  northwest.  This  control  zone  will 
be  effective  during  the  time  established  In 
advance  by  a  Notioe  to  Airmen  and  continu¬ 
ously  published  In  the  Airmen’s  Information 
Manual. 


Federal  Register  (40  FR  12811)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
was  considering  an  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
that  would  include  the  description  of  the 
Port  Angeles,  Washington,  Control  Zone. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
in  which  to  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments.  No  objections  were 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
amendment  is  hereby  adopted  without 
change. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  August  14,  1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  UJS.C.  1348(a))  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on 
May  9,  1975. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr„ 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 

§  71.171  [Amended] 

In  §  71.171,  add  the  following  descrip¬ 
tion: 

Port  Angeles,  Washington 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  William  R.  Fair- 
child  International  Airport  (latitude  48  07'- 
10"  N,  longitude  123*29'44"  W).  excluding 
that  airspace  within  a  1-mlle  radius  of  lati¬ 
tude  48  08 '28"  N,  longitude  123‘24'45"  W. 

This  control  zone  is  effective  during  specific 
dates  and  times  established  In  advance  by  a 
Notice  to  Airmen.  Effective  date  and  time 
will  ther^fter  be  continuously  published  In 
the  Airman’s  Information  Manual. 

[FR  Doc.75-12865  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  II — OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SEC¬ 
RETARY  FOR  HOUSING  PRODUCTION 
AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT-FEDERAL 
HOUSING  COMMISSIONER  [FEDERAL 
HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION] 

[Docket  No.  R-75-31S] 

INTEREST  RATE  CHANGE 
Changes  To  Meet  Mortgage  Market 

The  following  amendments  are  being 
made  to  this  chapter  to  change  the  max¬ 
imum  Interest  rate  which  may  be  charged 
on  a  mortgage  insured  by  this  Depart¬ 
ment  from  8  percent  to  8  Vi  percent.  The 
Secretary  has  determined  that  such 
change  is  necessary  to  meet  the  mort¬ 
gage  market,  in  accordance  with  his  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  12  U.S.C.  1709-1,  as 
amended.  Hie  Secretary  has,  therefore, 
determined  that  advance  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  are  unnecessary  and  that 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  April  28, 1975. 

Accordingly,  Chapter  n  is  amended 
as  follows: 


|  FR  Doc.75-12866  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-NW-Ol] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Establish  Control  Zone 

On  March  21,  1975,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  was  published  in  the 


PART  203— MUTUAL  MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  AND  INSURED  HOME  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  LOANS 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

1.  In  |  203.20  paragraph  (a)  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 

§  203.20  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest 
at  the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortagee 


and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not 
exceed  8l/2  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  insured  on  or  after 
April  28,  1975. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  (12  U.S.C.  1716b).  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  sec.  203,  52  stat.  10,  as 
amended;  (12  Ufi.C.  1709)). 

*  *  •  •  * 

2.  In  §  203.74  paragraph  (a)  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows : 

§  203.74  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  loan  shall  bear  interest  at 
the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  lender  and 
the  borrower,  which  rate  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  8%  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  loans  insured  on  or  after  April 
28, 1975. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  (12  UJS.C.  1715b). 
Interpret  or  apply  sec.  203,  52  stat.  10,  as 
amended;  (12  U.S.C.  1709) ). 

*  •  •  #  * 
PART  205 — MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  FOR 
LAND  DEVELOPMENT 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

3.  Section  205.50  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  203.50  Maximum  interest  rate. 

The  mortgage  shall  bear  Interest  at  the 
rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgagee  and 
the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  8V2  percent  per  annum  with  respect 
to  mortgages  receiving  initial  endorse¬ 
ment  (or  endorsement  in  cases  involving 
insurance  upon  completion)  on  or  after 
April  28, 1975. 

(Sec.  1011,  formerly  sec.  1010,  79  stat.  464, 
(12  UJS.C.  1749JJ) ;  renumbered  Pub.  L.  89 
754,  sec.  401  (a) ,  80  stat.  1271) . 


PART  207— MULTIFAMILY  HOUSING 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

4.  In  §  207.7  paragraph  (a)  Is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 

§  207.7  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall  bear  Interest 
at  the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mort¬ 
gagee  and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate 
shall  not  exceed  8V4  percent  per  annum 
with  respect  to  mortgages  receiving  Ini¬ 
tial  endorsement  (or  endorsement  in 
cases  involving  Insurance  upon  comple¬ 
tion)  on  or  after  April  28, 1975. 

(Sec.  211,  62  stat.  23;  (12  OAC.  1715b). 
Interprets  or  applies  sec.  207,  52  stat.  16.  as 
amended:  (12  U.S.C.  1713) ) . 

•  •  •  •  • 


PART  213— COOPERATIVE  HOUSING 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements — 
Projects 

5.  In  §  213.10  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  213.10  Maximum  interest  rale. 

(a)  The  mortgage  or,a  supplementary 
loan  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate  agreed 
upon  by  the  mortgagee  and  the  mort¬ 
gagor,  or  the  lender  and  the  borrower, 
which  rate  shall  not  exceed  BV2  percent 
per  annum  with  respect  to  mortgages  (or 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  40,  NO.  96— FRIDAY,  MAY  16,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


21473 


supplementary  loans  upon  completion) 
on  or  after  April  28,  1975. 

*  •  •  *  • 
Subpart  C — Eligibility  Requirements — In¬ 
dividual  Properties  Released  From  Proj¬ 
ect  Mortgage 

6.  In  §  213.511  paragraph  (a)  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  213.511  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest 
at  the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgagee 
and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not 
exceed  8%  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  insured  on  or  after 
April  28,  1975. 

(Sec.  211,  62  stat.  23;  (13  U.S.C.  1716b).  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  sec.  213,  64  stat.  64,  as 
amended;  (12  UJ9.C.  1715e) ) . 

*  *  *  *  * 


PART  220— URBAN  RENEWAL  MORTGAGE 
INSURANCE  AND  INSURED  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  LOANS 

Subpart  C — Eligibility  Requirements — 
Projects 

7.  In  §  220.576  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  220.576  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  loan  shall  bear  interest  at  the 
rate  agreed  upon  by  the  lender  and  the 
borrower,  which  rate  shall  not  exceed 
8*4  percent  per  annum  with  respect  to 
loans  receiving  initial  endorsement  (or 
endorsement  in  cases  involving  insur¬ 
ance  upon  completion)  on  or  after 
April  28,  1975. 

(Sec.  211,  62  stat.  23;  (12  U.S.C.  1715b).  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  sec.  220,  68  stat.  596,  as 
amended;  (12  U.S.C.  1715k)  .) 

*  0  •  *  ♦ 


PART  221— LOW  COST  AND  MODERATE 
INCOME  MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

Subpart  C — Eligibility  Requirements — 
Moderate  Income  Projects 

8.  In  §  221.518  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  221.518  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest 
at  the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgagee 
and  the  mortgagor,  whleh  rate  shall  not 
exceed  8*/4  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  receiving  initial  en¬ 
dorsement  (or  endorsement  in  cases  in¬ 
volving  insurance  upon  completion)  on 
or  after  April  28.  1975.  Interest  shall  be 
payable  in  monthly  installments  on  the 
principal  amount  of  the  mortgage  out¬ 
standing  on  the  due  date  of  each  install¬ 
ment. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  (12  U.S.C.  1715b).  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  221,  68  stat.  599,  as 
amended;  (12  U.S.C.  17151).) 

*  *  *  *  * 


PART  232— NURSING  HOMES  ANO  IN¬ 
TERMEDIATE  CARE  FACILITIES  MORT¬ 
GAGE  INSURANCE 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

9.  In  §  232.29  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 


§  232.29  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest 
at  the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgage 
and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not 
exceed  8  Vi  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  receiving  initial  en¬ 
dorsement  (or  endorsement  in  cases 
involving  insurance  upon  completion)  on 
or  after  April  28, 1975. 

*  •  *  *  * 
Subpart  C — Eligibility  Requirements — Sup¬ 
plemental  Loans  To  Finance  and  Instal¬ 
lation  of  Fire  Safety  Equipment 

10.  In  §  232.560  paragraph  (a>  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  232.560  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  loan  shall  bear  Interest  at  the 
rate  agreed  upon  by  the  lender  and  the 
borrower,  which  rate  shall  not  exceed 
8%  percent  per  annum  with  respect  to 
loans  insured  on  or  after  April  28,  1975. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  (12  UJ3.C.  171b).  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  232,  73  stat.  663;  (12 
US.C.  171w) ). 

*  *  »  *  * 


PART  234— CONDOMINIUM  OWNERSHIP 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements — 
Individually  Owned  Units 

11.  In  §  234.29  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  23 1.29  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest 
at  the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgagee 
and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not 
exceed  8  Mr  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  insured  on  or  after 
April  28,  1975. 

(Sec.  211,  82  stat.  23;  (12  U.S.C.  1715b) .  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  234,  75  stat.  160;  (12 
U.S.C.  1715y) ). 

*  0  0  0  0 


PART  235 — MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  AND 
ASSISTANCE  PAYMENTS  FOR  HOME 
OWNERSHIP  AND  PROJECT  REHABILI¬ 
TATION 

Subpart  D —  Eligibility  Requirements — 
Rehabilitation  Sales  Projects 

12.  Section  235.540  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  235.540  Maximum  interest  rate. 

The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest  at 
the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgagee 
and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not 
exceed  8*4  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  insured  on  or  after 
April  28,  1975. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  (12  U.S.C.  1715b).  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  235,  82  stat.  477;  (12 
U.S.C.  1715z) ). 


PART  236— MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  AND 
INTEREST  REDUCTION  PAYMENTS  FOR 
RENTAL  PROJECTS 

Subpart  A — Eligib.lity  Requirements  for 
Mortgage  Insurance 

13.  Section  236.15  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 


§  236.15  Maximum  interest  rate. 

The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest  at 
the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgagee 
and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not 
exceed  814  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  receiving  initial  en¬ 
dorsement  (or  endorsement  in  cases  in¬ 
volving  insurance  upon  completion)  on 
or  after  April  28, 1975. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  (12  U.S.C.  1715b). 
Interprets  or  applies  sec.  236,  52  stat.  498; 
(12  U.S.C.  1715z-l) ). 


PART  241— SUPPLEMENTARY  FINANCING 
FOR  INSURED  PROJECT  MORTGAGES 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

14.  Section  241.75  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  241.75  Maximum  interest  rate. 

The  loan  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate 
agreed  upon  by  the  lender  and  the  bor¬ 
rower,  which  rate  shall  not  exceed  8V4 
per  annum  with  respect  to  loans  insured 
on  or  after  April  28,  1975.  Interest  shall 
be  payable  in  monthly  installments  on 
the  principal  then  outstanding. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  (12  U.S.C.  1715b).  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  241,  82  stat.  606;  (12 
U.S.C.  1715z-b) ) . 


PART  242— MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  FOR 
HOSPITALS 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

15.  Section  242.33  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  242.33  Maximum  interest  rate. 

The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest  at 
the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgagee 
and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not 
exceed  8*/2  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  receiving  initial  en¬ 
dorsement  (or  endorsement  in  cases  in¬ 
volving  insurance  upon  completion)  on 
or  after  April  28,  1975.  Interest  shall  be 
payable  in  monthly  installments  on  the 
principal  then  outstanding. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  28;  (12  U.S.C.  1715b).  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  242,  82  stat.  6999;  (12 
U.S.C.  1715a-7>) 

PART  244— MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  FOR 
GROUP  PRACTICE  FACILITIES 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

16.  In  §  244.45  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  244.45  Maximum  interest  rate. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall  bear  interest 
at  the  rate  agreed  upon  by  the  mortgagee 
and  the  mortgagor,  which  rate  shall  not 
exceed  8*4  percent  per  annum  with  re¬ 
spect  to  mortgages  receiving  initial  en¬ 
dorsement  (or  endorsement  in  cases  in¬ 
volving  insurance  upon  completion)  on 
or  after  April  28, 1975. 

(Sec.  1104,  80  stat.  1275;  (12  U.8.C. 

1749aaa-3) ) 

*  *  *  #  * 
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Effective  date.  These  amendments  are 
effective  as  of  April  28, 1975. 

David  M.  deWilde, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  - 
Commissioner  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit. 

[PR  Doc.75-12940  Filed  5-15-76:8:45  am] 

Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  XVII— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

[S-^74-2] 

PART  1910— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  STANDARDS 

PART  1928— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  STANDARDS  FOR  AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

Roll-Over  Protective  Structures  for 
Agricultural  Tractors;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-10549  appearing  at  page 
18254  in  the  Federal  Register  of  April 
25,  1975,  paragraph  11(1)  of  the  pre¬ 
amble,  appearing  in  the  second  column 
on  page  18254,  is  corrected  by  deleting 
the  sentence  which  reads  “Other  tractors 
are  also  exempted  while  used  in  low- 
clearance  buildings.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th 
day  of  May,  1975. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
[FR  Doc.76-12939  Filed  5-16-76;8:45  am] 

Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  20273] 

PART  83— STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD  IN 
THE  MARITIME  SERVICES 

Mandatory  VHF  Requirements 

In  FR  Doc.  75-11763  appearing  at  page 
19646  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  May  6, 
1975,  on  page  19649  change  the  section 
beading  now  reading  8  38.547  to  read 
“8  83.547”. 

Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF¬ 
FIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  71-13;  Notice  9] 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Motor  Vehicle  Brake  Fluids 

This  notice  further  responds  to  peti¬ 
tions  for  reconsideration  of  amendments 
to  49  CFR  571.116,  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  116,  Motor  Vehicle  Brake 
Fluids,  that  were  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  22,  1974  (39  FR 
30353,  as  corrected  at  39  FR  32739).  A 
partial  response  deleting  color  coding 
requirements  was  published  on  March  25, 
1975  (40  FR  13219) .  This  notice  amends 
the  standard  in  minor  respects. 

Petitions  were  received  from  General 
Motors  Corporation,  Ford  Motor  Com¬ 


pany,  Wagner  Electric  Corporation,  Of- 
ficine  Alfieri  Maserati,  S.A.  Automobiles 
Citroen,  and  U.S.  Technical  Research 
Corporation.  Late-filed  petitions  were 
received  from  EIS  Automotive  and  the 
Bell  Company  and  in  accordance  with  49 
CFR  553.31  they  have  been  treated  as 
petitions  for  rulemaking.  The  issues 
raised  by  the  petitions  and  their  disposi¬ 
tion  are  set  forth  below. 

Revocation.  Ford  petitioned  to  revoke 
the  amendments  adding  DOT  5  brake 
fluids,  because  “it  has  reason  to  believe 
that  they  are  incompatible  with  at  least 
some  of  the  brake  systems  currently  used 
on  Ford  vehicles.”  -Specifically  Ford  ar¬ 
gues  that  the  fluids  “may  cause  hazard¬ 
ous  deterioration  of  brake  systems  or 
their  components.”  In  support  Ford  ref¬ 
erenced  a  recent  letter  from  Bendix  to 
the  Non-Conventional  Brake  Fluid  Task 
Group  of  the  Society  of  Automotive  Engi¬ 
neers,  describing  a  series  of  tests  con¬ 
ducted  with  silicone  brake  fluid  “in  a  hy- 
drovac  brake  system  typical  of  the  sys¬ 
tem  used  in  some  Ford  products.” 
NHTSA  has  learned  that  Bendix  subse¬ 
quently  informed  SAE  that  the  tests 
were  erroneously  reported  and  recom¬ 
mended  further  testing.  This  agency 
finds  that  good  cause  has  not  been  shown 
for  the  revocation,  and  Ford’s  petition  is 
denied. 

Ford  also  commented  that  DOT  5  fluid 
would  not  have  sufficient  electrical  con¬ 
ductivity  to  permit  the  operation  of  its 
intended  brake  fluid  level  sensor  to  meet 
a  requirement  of  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  105-75  Hydraulic  Brake 
Systems.  The  NHTSA  regards  this  as  a 
design  problem,  peculiar  to  Ford,  that  is 
outweighed  by  the  safety  advantages  of 
allowing  motor  vehicle  manufacturers 
and  motorists  the  option  of  choosing  a 
low-water-tolerant  break  fluid.  Ford’s 
petition  is  denied. 

Fluid  color.  A  discussion  of  issues  raised 
by  the  petitions  for  reconsideration  of 
fluid  color  and  labeling  will  be  contained 
in  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  on 
this  subject  to  be  published  shortly. 
(Docket  No.  71-13;  Notice  10). 

Minor  amendments.  An  editorial  error 
in  the  amendment  to  paragraph  S5. 1.5.2 
published  on  September  11,  1974  (39  FR 
32739)  is  corrected.  Paragraph  S5.2.2.3  is 
amended  to  remove  superfluous  refer¬ 
ences  to  “brake  fluid.”  Paragraph  S6.7.3 
(a)  is  amended  to  include  a  reference  to 
isopropanol.  Finally,  to  agree  with  a 
change  made  in  S6.12.4  (39  FR  21599) 
S6.12.1  is  corrected  by  changing  a  refer¬ 
ence  to  “120  hours”  to  “70  hours.” 

§  571.116  [Amended] 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  49 
CFR  571.116,  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  116,  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Paragraph  S5. 1.5.2  Is  revised  to 
read: 

S5.1.5.2  Chemical  stability.  When  DOT 
3  or  DOT  4  brake  fluid  is  tested  accord¬ 
ing  to  S6.5.4,  the  change  in  temperature 
of  the  refluxing  fluid  mixture  shall  not 
exceed  3.0°C  (5.4'F)  plus  0.05  degree  for 
each  degree  that  the  ERBP  of  the  fluid 
exceeds  225 °C  (487®F). 


2.  Paragraph  85.2.2.3(e)(1),  (e)(3), 
and  (e)  (4)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

8  5.2.2.3  *  *  * 

•  ♦  •  •  • 

(e)  •  *  * 

(1)  FOLLOW  VEHICLE  MANU¬ 
FACTURER’S  RECOMMENDATIONS 
WHEN  ADDING  HYDRAULIC  SYSTEM 
MINERAL  OIL. 

•  •  #  *  * 

(3)  KEEP  HYDRAULIC  SYSTEM 
MINERAL  OIL  CLEAN.  Contamination 
with  dust  or  other  materials  may  result 
in  brake  failure  or  costly  repair. 

(4)  CAUTION:  STORE  HYDRAULIC 
SYSTEM  MINERAL  OIL  ONLY  IN  ITS 
ORIGINAL  CONTAINER.  KEEP  CON¬ 
TAINER  CLEAN  AND  TIGHTLY 
CLOSED.  DO  NOT  REFILL  CONTAIN¬ 
ER  OR  USE  OTHER  LIQUIDS.  (The  last 
sentence  is  not  required  for  containers 
with  a  capacity  in  excess  of  5  gallons.) 

3.  The  third  sentence  of  paragraph 
S6. 7.3(a)  is  revised  to  read:  “After  144±4 
hours  remove  the  bottle  from  the  cham¬ 
ber,  quickly  wipe  it  with  a  clean,  lint-free 
cloth,  saturated  with  ethanol,  (isopro¬ 
panol  when  testing  DOT  5  fluids)  or  ace¬ 
tone.” 

4.  The  second  sentence  of  paragraph 

S6.12.1  is  revised  to  read:  “One  jar  is 
heated  for  70  hours  at  70°  C  (158®  F), 
and  the  other  for  70  hours  at  120°  C 
(248°  P).  . 

Effective  date:  May  16,  1975.  Because 
the  amendments  correct  errors  and 
create  no  additional  burden  on  any  per¬ 
son  it  is  found  for  good  cause  shown 
that  an  immediate  effective  date  is  in  the 
public  interest. 

(Sec.  103,  112,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat. 
718  (16  USC  1392,  1401,  1407);  delegation  of 
authority  at  49  CFR  1.61) . 

Issued  on  May  12, 1975. 

James  B.  Gregory, 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-12939  Filed  5-15-76:8:45  ami 

Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE,  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 

AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  240 — REGULATED  COMMERCIAL 
FISHERIES 

At  the  24th  Annual  Meeting  held  in 
Halifax,  Nova  Scotia,  Canada,  June  4-14, 
1974,  and  the  special  meeting  held  in 
Miami,  Florida,  November  11-15,  1974, 
the  International  Commission  for  North¬ 
west  Atlantic  Fisheries  (ICNAF)  recom¬ 
mended  that  member  countries  adopt 
certain  conservation  measures  for  1975. 

Therefore,  it  is  the  purpose  of  these 
regulations  to  carry  out  the  recommend¬ 
ations  of  the  Commission  and  to  accom¬ 
plish  various  administrative  matters. 
The  regulations  deal  with  the  following 
matters: 

1.  Conforms  the  regulations  to  Include 
those  waters  adjacent  to  the  west  and 
south  of  the  convention  area  (Statistical 
Area  6)  (see  8  240.2(b)). 
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2.  Establishes  a  procedure  for  a  li¬ 
cense  for  an  indefinite  term  of  years 
instead  of  yearly  (see  $  240.3) . 

3.  Establishes  new  incidental  catch 
allowances  for  trip  exemptions  and  per¬ 
mits  the  Regional  Director  to  enter  into 
an  optional  settlement  agreement  in  lieu 
of  per  trip  exemption  (see  §  240.4  (b), 
(c)  and  the^appendix  > . 

4.  Changes  the  requirement  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  logbook  from  vessels  of  50 
gross  tons,  or  more  to  vessels  of  100  gross 
tons  or  more  (see  §  240.5(b) ) . 

5.  Changes  the  catch  quotas  for  had¬ 
dock,  cod,  pollock,  red  fish,  yellowtail 
flounder,  witch  flounder,  American 
plaice,  silver  hake,  red  hake,  herring  and 
mackerel  (see  §§  240.11,  240.21,  240.31 
and  240.41) . 

6.  A  new  Subpart  F  is  added  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  catch  quota  for  all  other  finfish 
not  mentioned  in  Subparts  A  through  E. 

7.  A  new  Subpart  G  is  added  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  catch  quota  for  squid. 

8.  A  new  Subpart  H  is  added  to  estab¬ 
lish  an  overall  quota  for  all  stocks  and 
species. 

9.  Numerous  administrative  amend¬ 
ments  are  made  which  do  not  have  a  sub¬ 
stantial  effect  on  U.S.  fishermen. 

In  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
11821,  dated  November  27,  1974,  it  is 
hereby  certified  that  the  inflationary 
impact  of  this  action  on  the  Nation  has 
been  carefully  evaluated.  The  additional 
federal  expenditures  required  are  so 
minimal  that  no  substantial  impact  on 
the  Nation  is  anticipated. 

These  regulations  are  issued  under  the 
authority  contained  in  the  Northwest 
Atlantic  Fisheries  Act  of  1950  (16  U.S.C. 
986) .  Because  of  the  need  for  immediate 
guidance  with  respect  to  the  provisions 
contained  in  these  regulations  and  the 
fact  that  they  relate  to  a  foreign  affairs 
function  of  the  United  States  under  5 
U.S.C.  553  (aMl) ,  it  is  found  unnecessary 
to  issue  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
under  5  U.S.C.  553(b)  or  subject  these 
regulations  to  the  effective  date  limita¬ 
tion  of  5  U.S.C.  553(d).  Therefore,  under 
the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  (3)  and 
553(b)  (B),  these  regulations  are  effec¬ 
tive  May  16,  1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  and 
dated  May  13,  1975. 

Jack  W.  Gehrincer, 

Acting  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Part  240  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

SUBCHAPTER  E — NORTHWEST  ATLANTIC 
COMMERCIAL  FISHERIES 

PART  240 — REGULATED  COMMERCIAL 
FISHERIES 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 

Sec. 

340.1  Effective  period  of  regulations. 

340.2  Definitions. 

340.3  Licensing  provisions. 

240.4  Persons  and  vessels  exempted. 

240.5  Reports  and  records. 
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Subpart  B — Groundfish  Fisheries 

Sec. 

240.10  Definitions. 

240. 1 X  Catch  quota. 

240.12  Open  season. 

240.13  Closed  season  and  areas. 

240.14  Gear  restrictions. 

24a.  1 5  General  restrictions. 

Subpart  C — Flatfish  Fisheries 

240.20  Definitions. 

240.21  Catch  quota. 

240.22  Open  season. 

240.23  Closed  season  and  areas. 

240.24  Gear  restrictions. 

240.25  General  restrictions. 

Subpart  D— Hake  Fisheries 

240.30  Definitions. 

240.31  Catch  quota. 

240.32  Open  season. 

240.33  Closed  season  and  areas. 

240.34  Gear  restrictions. 

240.35  General  restrictions. 

Subpart  E — Pelagic  Fisheries 

240.40  Definitions. 

240.41  Catch  quota. 

240.42  Open  season. 

240.43  Closed  season  and  areas. 

240.44  Gear  restrictions. 

240.45  General  restrictions 
240.46*  Size  limits. 

Subpart  F — All  Other  Finfish 

240.50  Definitions. 

240.51  Catch  quota. 

Subpart  G — Squid  Fisheries  and  Shellfish 

240.60  Definitions. 

240.61  Catch  quota. 

Subpart  H — Overall  Quota 

240.70  Definitions. 

240.71  Catch  quota. 

Appendix:  Optional  Settlement  Agreement 
Form. 

Authority:  Northwest  Atlantic  Fisheries 
Act  of  1950  as  amended  (64  Stat.  1069, 16  USC 
986). 

Subpart  A — General  Regulations 

§240.1  Effective  period  of  regulations. 

These  regulations  apply  for  1975 
§  240.2  Definitions. 

(a)  Convention  area.  The  term  “Con¬ 
vention  area”  means  and  includes  all 
waters,  except  territorial  waters,  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  on  the 
coast  of  Rhode  Island  in  71*40'  west  lon¬ 
gitude;  thence  due  south  to  39*00'  north 
latitude;  thence  due  east  to  42°00'  west 
longitude;  thence  due  north  to  50*00' 
north  latitude;  thence  due  west  to  44° 00' 
west  longitude;  thence  due  north  to  the 
coast  of  Greenland;  thence  along  the 
west  coast  of  Greenland  to  78°  10'  north 
latitude;  thence  southward  to  a  point  in 
75*00'  north  latitude  and  73°30'  west 
longitude,  thence  along  a  rhumb  line 
to  a  point  in  69°00'  north  latitude  and 
50°00'  west  longitude;  thence  due  south 
to  61*00'  north  latitude;  thence  due  west 
to  64*30'  west  longitude;  thence  due 
south  to  the  coast  of  Labrador;  thence 
in  a  southerly  direction  along  the  coast 
of  Labrador  to  the  southern  terminus 
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of  its  boundary  with  Quebec;  thence  in 
a  westerly  direction  along  the  coast  of 
Quebec,  and  in  an  easterly  and  southerly 
direction  along  the  coasts  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  Nova  Scotia,  and  Cape  Breton  Is¬ 
land,  to  Cabot  Strait;  thence  along  the 
coasts  of  Cape  Breton  Island,  Nova  Sco¬ 
tia,  New  Brunswick,  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Island 
to  the  point  of  beginning. 

(b)  Regulatory  area.  The  term  “Regu¬ 
latory  Area”  means  and  includes  the 
whole  of  those  portions  of  the  Convention 
area  and  those  adjacent  waters  to  the 
west  and  south  inhabited  by  species  of 
fish  which  are  regulated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  which  are  separately  de¬ 
scribed  as  follows: 

(1)  Subarea  1.  The  term  “Subarea  1” 
means  that  portion  of  the  Convention 
area,  including  all  waters  except  terri¬ 
torial  waters,  which  lies  to  the  north  and 
east  of  a  rhumb  line  from  a  point  in 
75°00'  north  latitude  and  73*30'  west 
longitude  to  a  point  in  69°00'  north  lati¬ 
tude  and  59*00'  west  longitude;  east  of 
59°00'  west  longitude;  and  to  the  north 
and  east  of  a  rhumb  line  from  a  point  in 
61°00'  north  latitude  and  59° 00'  west 
longitude  to  a  point  in  52*15'  north  lati¬ 
tude  and  42*00'  west  longitude. 

(2)  Subarea  2.  The  term  “Subarea  2” 
means  that  portion  of  the  Convention 
area,  including  all  waters  except  terri¬ 
torial  waters,  lying  to  the  south  and  west 
of  Subarea  1,  as  defined  in  subparagraph 
(1)  of  this  paragraph,  and  to  the  north 
of  the  parallel  of  52*15'  north  latitude. 

(3)  Subarea  3.  The  term  “Subarea  3” 
means  that  portion  of  the  Convention 
area,  including  all  waters  except  terri-  ~ 
torial  waters,  lying  south  of  the  parallel 
of  52*15'  north  latitude;  and  to  the  east 
of  a  line  extending  due  north  from  Cape 
Bauld  on  the  north  coast  of  Newfound¬ 
land  to  52*15'  north  latitude;  to  the 
north  of  the  parallel  of  39*00'  north  lati¬ 
tude;  and  to  the  east  and  north  of  a 
rhumb  line  extending  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  which  passes  through  a  point 
in  42*30'  north  latitude,  55*00'  west 
longitude  In  the  direction  of  a  point  in 
47*50'  north  latitude,  60*00'  west  longi¬ 
tude,  until  it  intersects  a  straight 
line  connecting  Cape  Ray.  on  the  coast 
of  Newfoundland,  with  Cape  North  on 
Cape  Breton  Island;  thence  in  a  north¬ 
easterly  direction  along  said  line  to  Cape 
Ray. 

(4)  Subarea  4.  The  term  “Subarea  4” 
means  that  portion  of  the  Convention 
area.  Including  all  waters  except  terri¬ 
torial  waters,  lying  to  the  west  of  Sub- 
area  3  as  described  in  subparagraph  (3) 
of  this  paragraph,  and  to  the  east  of  a 
line  described  as  follows:  Beginning  at 
the  terminus  of  the  International  bound¬ 
ary  between  the  United  States  at  Amer¬ 
ica  and  Canada  in  Grand  Manan  Chan¬ 
nel,  at  a  point  44*46  35.34"  north  lati¬ 
tude,  66°54T1.23"  west  longitude ;  thence 
due  south  to  the  parallel  of  43*50'  north 
latitude;  thence  due  west  to  the  me- 
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ridi&n  of  67°40'  west  longitude;  thence 
due  south  to  the  parallel  of  42°40'  north 
latitude;  thence  due  east  to  a  point  in 
66*00'  west  longitude;  thence  along  a 
rhumb  line  in  a  southeasterly  direction 
to  a  point  in  42°00'  north  latitude,  65°40' 
west  longitude;  thence  due  south  to  the 
parallel  of  39°00'  north  latitude. 

(5)  Subarea  5.  The  term  “Subarea  5” 
means  that  portion  of  the  Convention 
area.  Including  all  waters  except  terri¬ 
torial  waters,  bounded  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  terminus  of  the  international 
boundary  between  the  United  States  of 
American  and  Canada  in  Grand  Manan 
Channel  at  a  point  in  44°46'35.34"  north 
latitude,  66°54'11.23"  west  longitude; 
thence  due  south  to  the  parallel  of 
43° 50'  north  latitude;  thence  due  west 
to  the  meridian  of  67°40'  west  longitude; 
thence  due  south  to  the  parallel  of 
42*20'  north  latitude;  thence  due  east 
to  a  point  in  66*00'  west  longitude; 
thence  along  a  rhumb  line  in  a  south¬ 
easterly  direction  to  a  point  in  42*00' 
north  latitude,  65*40'  west  longitude; 
thence  due  south  to  the  parallel  of  39*00' 
north  latitude;  thence  due  west  to  the 
meridian  of  71*40'  west  longitude;  thence 
due  north  to  a  point  3  statute  miles  off 
the  coast  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island; 
thence  along  the  coasts  of  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Maine  at  a  distance  of  3  statute  miles 
to  the  point  of  beginning. 

(6)  Statistical  Area  6.  The  term  “Sta¬ 
tistical  Area  6“  means  that  portion  of 
the  waters  inhabited  by  species  of  fish 
which  are  regulated  by  the  Commission 
including  all  waters  except  territorial 
waters  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  a 
point  on  the  coast  of  Rhode  Island  at 
71*40'  W.  long;  thence  due  south  to 
39*00'  N.  lat.;  thence  due  east  to  42*00' 
W.  long.;  thence  due  south  to  35*00'  N. 
lat,  thence  due  west  to  the  coast  of  North 
America,  thence  northwards  along  the 
east  coast  of  Hatteras  Island,  past  Ore¬ 
gon  Inlet  along  the  coast  of  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut,  and 
Rhode  Island  to  the  point  on  Rhode 
Island  at  71*40'  W.  long. 

(c)  Regulated,  species.  The  regulations 
in  this  part  shall  apply  to  the  following 
species  by  the  subareas  they  are  included 
in  and  wherever  in  the  regulations  in  this 
part  the  term  “regulated  species’’  is  used, 
it  shall  apply  to  those  in  this  list. 

(1)  In  Subarea  1.  ti)  Cod  ( Gadus 
morhua  (L.)). 

(ii)  Haddock  ( Melanogrammus  aegle- 
finus  (L.)). 

(iii)  Ocean  perch  (redfish)  ( Sebastes ). 

(iv)  Halibut  ( Hippoglossus  hippo- 
glossus  (L.)). 

<v)  Grey  sole  (witch)  ( Glyptocephalus 
cynoglossus  (L.) ) . 

<vi)  Dab  (American  plaice)  ( Hippo - 
glossoules  p latessoides  (Fab.)). 

(vii)  Greenland  halibut  ( Reinhardtius 
hippoglossoides  (Walb.)). 

(2)  In  Subarea  2.  (i)  Cod  ( Gadus 
morhua  (L.)). 

(ii)  Haddock  (Melanogrammus  aegle- 
finus  (L.) ). 

(iii)  Ocean  perch  (redfish)  (Sebastes). 

(iv)  Halibut  (Hippoglossus  hippo¬ 
glossus  CL.)). 


(v)  Grey  sole  (witch)  (Glyptocephalus 
cynoglossus  (L.) ) . 

(vi)  Dab  (american  plaice)  (Hippo¬ 
glossoides  platessoides  (Fab.)). 

(vii)  Greenland  halibut  ( Reinhardtius 
hippoglossoides  (Walb.) ) . 

(3)  In  Subarea  3.  (i)  Cod  ( Gadus 
morhua  (L.) ) . 

(ii)  Haddock  (Melanogrammus  aegle- 
finus  (L.) ) . 

(iii)  In  aggregate:  ocean  perch  (red¬ 
fish)  (Sebastes) ,  except  in  the  statistical 
division  3N,  30,  and  3P,  halibut  (hippo¬ 
glossus  hippoglossus  (L.)),  grey  sole 
(witch)  (Glyptocephalus  cynglossus 
CL.)),  yellowtail  flounder  (Limanda 
ferruginea  (Storer)),  dab  (American 
plaice)  (Hippoglossoides  platessoides 
(Fab.)),  Greenland  halibut  (Rein- 
harditus  hippoglossoides  (Walb.) ) ,  pol¬ 
lock  (saithe)  (Pollachius  Virens  (L.)), 
white  hake  (Urophycis  tenuis  (Mitch.) ). 

(4)  In  Subarea  4.  (i)  Cod  (Gadus 
morhua  (L.)). 

(ii)  Haddock  (Melanogrammus  aegle- 
finus  (L.) ). 

(iii)  In  aggregate:  Flounders:  grey 
sole  (witch)  (Glyptocephalus  cynoglos¬ 
sus  (L.)),  yellowtail  flounder  (Limanda 
ferruginea  (Storer)),  blackback  or 
lemon  sole  (winter  flounder)  ( Pseudo - 
pleuronectes  americanus  (Walb.)),  dab, 
American  plaice)  (Hippoglossoides  plat¬ 
essoides  (Fab.)). 

(5)  In  subarea  5,  (i)  Cod  (Gadua 
morhua  (L.)). 

(ii)  Haddock  (Melanogrammus  aegle- 
finus  (L)). 

(iii)  Yellowtail  flounder  (Limanda 
ferruginea  (Storer) ) . 

(iv)  Silver  hake  (Merluccius  bilinearis 
(Mitch.)). 

(v)  Red  hake  (Urophycis  chuss 
(Walb.) ) . 

(vi)  Herring  (Clupea  harengus  (L)). 

(vii)  Mackerel  (Scomber  scombrus 
(L)). 

(viii)  Pollock  (Pollachius  virens  (L)). 

(ix)  Redfish  (Sebastes  marinus  (L)). 

(x)  In  aggregate:  Flounders:  grey 
sole  (witch)  (Glyptocephalus  cynoglos¬ 
sus  (L),  dab  (American  plaice)  (Hip¬ 
poglossoides  platessoides  (Fab)  fluke 
(summer  flounder)  (Poralichithys  den- 
tatus  (L) ,  blackback  or  lemon  sole 
(winter  flounder)  (Pseudopleuronectes 
americanus  (Walb.)). 

(xi)  Short  Finned  Squid  (Illex 
illecebrosus) . 

(xii)  Long  Finned  Squid  (Loligo 
pealei). 

(xiii)  Other  flnflsh:  All  other  flnfish 
not  mentioned  by  name  excluding  men¬ 
haden,  tuna,  billfish  and  sharks  other 
than  dogfish) . 

(d)  Chafer.  A  protective  covering  of 
canvas,  netting,  or  other  material  at¬ 
tached  to  the  underside  of  the  cod  end 
only  of  the  net  to  reduce  and  prevent 
damage,  and  a  rectangular  piece  or 
pieces  of  netting  attached  to  the  upper 
side  of  the  cod  end  only  of  the  net  to 
reduce  and  prevent  damage,  so  long  as 
the  netting  attached  to  the  upper  side 
of  the  cod  end  conforms  to  the  specifi¬ 
cations  of  either  the  “ICNAF-type 
chafer,”  the  "multiple  flap-type  chafer,” 
or  the  "Polish-type  chafer,”  described 
below.  For  the  purposes  of  this  para¬ 


graph,  the  required  mesh  size,  when 
measured  wet  after  use,  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  the  average  of  the  measurements 
of  20  consecutive  meshes  in  a  series 
across  the  nettings. 

(1 )  ICNAF  chafer.  A  chafer  having  the 
following  characteristics: 

(1)  The  width  of  the  netting  shall  be 
at  least  1 V2  times  the  width  of  the  area 
of  the  cod  end  which  is  covered,  such 
width  to  be  measured  at  right  angles  to 
the  long  axis  of  the  cod  end. 

(ii)  Such  netting  may  be  fastened  to 
the  cod  end  of  the  trawl  net  only  along 
the  forward  and  lateral  edges  of  the  net¬ 
ting  and  at  no  other  place  in  the  netting. 

(iii)  On  cod  ends  having  a  splitting 
strap,  the  netting  shall  be  fastened  in 
such  a  manner  that  it  extends  forward 
of  the  splitting  strap  no  more  than  four 
meshes  and  ends  not  less  than  four 
meshes  in  front  of  the  cod  line  mesh. 

(iv)  On  cod  ends  not  having  a  splitting 
strap,  the  netting  shall  not  extend  to 
more  than  one-third  the  length  of  the 
cod  end  measured  from  not  less  than 
four  meshes  in  front  of  the  cod  line 
mesh. 

(v)  The  netting  shall  not  have  a  mesh 
size  less  than  that  specified  for  the  cod 
end  to  which  it  is  attached. 

(2)  Multiple  flap-type  chafer.  A  chafer 
having  the  following  characteristics: 

(i)  Each  piece  of  netting  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  10  meshes  in  length;  each  shall  be  at 
least  the  width  of  the  cod  end,  such  width 
being  measured  at  right  angles  to  the 
long  axis  of  the  cod  end  at  the  point  of 
attachment;  each  shall  be  fastened  by 
its  forward  edge  only  across  the  cod-  end 
at  right  angles  to  its  long  axis. 

(ii)  The  aggregate  length  of  all  pieces 
of  netting  shall  not  exceed  two-thirds 
the  length  of  the  cod  end. 

(iii)  The  netting  shall  not  have  a  mesh 
size  less  than  that  specified  for  the  cod 
end  to  which  it  is  attached. 

(3)  Polish-type  chafer.  A  chafer  hav¬ 
ing  the  following  characteristics: 

(i)  The  rectangular  piece  of  netting 
attached  to  the  upper  side  of  the  cod  end 
shall  have  a  mesh  size  at  least  twice  as 
large  as  that  specified  for  the  cod  end  to 
which  it  is  attached  and  shall  have  a 
width  the  same  as  that  for  the  cod  end. 

(ii)  It  shall  be  fastened  to  the  cod  end 
only  along  the  forward,  lateral,  and  rear 
edges  of  the  netting  so  that  the  meshes 
exactly  overlay  the  meshes  of  the  cod 
end. 

(iii)  The  netting  shall  be  the  same 
twine  size  and  material  as  that  of  the 
cod  end. 

(e)  Closed  season.  The  time  during 
which  regulated  species  in  specified  areas 
may  not  be  taken  in  quantities  exceed¬ 
ing  the  amounts  specified  as  incidental 
fisheries. 

(f)  Cod  end.  The  bag-like  extension 
attached  to  the  after  end  of  the  belly  of 
the  trawl  net  and  used  to  retain  the 
catch. 

(g)  Commission.  The  International 
Commission  for  the  Northwest  Atlantic 
Fisheries  established  pursuant  to  the 
Convention. 

(h)  Convention.  The  International 
Convention  for  the  Northwest  Atlantic 
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Fisheries  signed  at  Washington,  D.C., 
February  8.  1949,  and  amendments. 

(1)  Contracting  governments.  Govern¬ 
ments  party  to  the  Convention. 

(j)  Demersal  species.  Fishes  living  at 
the  bottom  of  the  sea. 

(k)  Executive  Secretary.  The  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  of  the  International  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  Northwest  Atlantic 
Fisheries. 

(l)  Fishing.  The  catching,  taking  or 
fishing  for,  or  the  attempted  catching, 
taking,  or  fishing  for  any  regulated  spe¬ 
cies. 

(m)  Incidental  fisheries.  The  inadvert¬ 
ent  taking  of  regulated  species  while 
conducting  fishing  operations  primarily 
for  other  species. 

(n)  Mesh  size.  Any  part  of  the  net,  the 
average  of  the  measurements  of  any  20 
consecutive  meshes  in  any  row  located 
at  least  10  meshes  from  the  side  lacings 
measured  when  wet  after  use. 

(o)  License.  A  license  issued  by  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  to 
enable  the  holder  thereof  to  fish  for, 
possess,  transport,  or  deliver,  by  means 
of  any  fishing  vessel,  any  regulated 
species. 

(p)  Official  or  authorized  official.  Any 
representative  of  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  (NMFS),  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  or  U.S.  Bureau  of  Customs,  au¬ 
thorized  to  enforce  this  part. 

(q)  Open  season.  The  time  during 
which  regulated  species  may  lawfully  be 
captured  and  taken  on  board  a  fishing 
vessel  without  limitation  of  the  quantity 
permitted  to  be  retained  during  each 
fishing  voyage,  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  part. 

(r)  Person.  Any  owner,  master,  or  op¬ 
erator  of  a  vessel. 

(s)  Regional  Director.  The  Regional 
Director,  Northeast  Region,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  01930.  Telephone  number:  Area 
code  (617)  281-0640. 

(t)  Service.  The  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce. 

(u)  Service  Director.  The  Director  of 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(v)  Trawl  net.  Any  large  bag  net 
dragged  in  the  sea  by  a  vessel  or  vessels 
for  the  purpose  of  fishing. 

(w)  Vessel.  Every  kind,  type  or  de¬ 
scription  of  watercraft  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  used,  or 
capable  of  being  used,  as  a  means  of 
transportation  on  water. 

(x)  Trip.  As  used  in  connection  with 
the  trip  exemption  provided  in  5  240.3(b) 
means  a  departure  from  port,  transit  to 
the  Convention  area,  participation  in 
the  fisheries,  including  incidental  fish¬ 
eries,  and  discharges  any  rart  of  the 
catch  on  board. 

§  240.3  Licencing  provisions. 

(a)  Any  person  or  vessel  desiring  to 
fish  for  any  regulated  species  within  the 
waters  under  regulation  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  or  possess,  transport,  or  deliver  for 
sale,  any  regulated  species  taken  within 


waters  regulated  by  the  Commission, 
must  first  obtain  a  license  for  that 
purpose. 

(b)  The  owner  or  operator  of  a  vessel 
may  obtain  the  appropriate  license  by 
furnishing  on  the  registration  form  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  information  specifying  the  names 
and  addresses  of  the  vessel  owner  and 
master,  the  name  of  the  vessel,  official 
number,  fish  hold  capacity  (nearest  100 
pounds) ,  and  the  homeport  of  the  vessel. 
The  registration  form  shall  be  submitted, 
in  duplicate,  to  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Gloucester,  Massachusetts,  01930,  who 
shall  grant  the  requested  license,  with¬ 
out  fee,  for  an  indefinite  term  of  years, 
such  term  to  include  the  calendar  year 
in  which  the  license  is  issued.  New 
licenses  will  be  issued  to  replace  lost  or 
mutilated  licenses.  A  license  shall  expire 
whenever  vessel  ownership  changes,  or 
there  exists  an  intent  by  the  owner  or 
the  master  of  the  vessel  to  change  the 
directed  fishery  or  fisheries  of  such 
vessel.  Application  for  new  license,  be¬ 
cause  of  a  change  in  vessel  ownership 
(which  shall  include  the  names  and  ad¬ 
dresses  of  both  the  purchaser  and  seller 
and  be  submitted  by  the  purchaser),  a 
change  in  the  directed  fishery  or  fisheries 
of  the  vessel,  or  the  removal  of  a  vessel 
from  the  directed  fisheries  for  regulated 
species  within  the  Convention  Area, 
must  be  filed  with  the  Regional  Director 
no  later  than  10  days  following  the 
change  on  a  form  provided  by  the 
Regional  Director. 

(c)  The  owner  or  operator  of  any 
licensed  vessel  which  is  proposed  to  be 
used  in  fishing  outside  the  Convention 
area  may  obtain  a  temporary  suspension 
of  the  license  until  such  time  that  the 
vessel  returns  to  fish  within  the  Con¬ 
vention  area. 

(d)  The  temporary  suspension  or 
modification  of  the  license  shall  be 
granted  upon  either  an  oral  or  a  written 
request,  specifying  the  period  of  sus¬ 
pension  or  modification  desired  by  an 
authorized  State  official  or  by  an  au¬ 
thorized  official  of  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  or  Coast  Guard.  Such 
official  shall  make  appropriate  endorse¬ 
ment  on  the  license  evidencing  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  its  suspension  or  modification. 

(e)  The  license  issued  by  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  must  be  car¬ 
ried,  at  all  times,  on  board  the  vessel 
for  which  it  is  issued  and  such  license, 
the  vessel,  its  gear  and  equipment  shall 
be  subject  to  inspection,  at  reasonable 
times,  by  authorized  officials. 

(f)  Licenses  issued  under  this  part 
may  be  revoked  by  the  Regional  Director 
for  violations  of  this  part. 

§  240.4  Persons  and  vessels  exempted. 

(a)  Scientific  investigations.  Any  per¬ 
son  operating  a  vessel  authorized  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  to  engage  in 
fishing  for  scientific  purposes  is  exempt 
from  all  the  requirements  of  this  part 

(b)  Trip  Exemption.  A  person  or  ves¬ 
sel  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  possessing  a  valid  license 


and  abiding  by  existing  fishing  gear  re¬ 
strictions,  but  subject  to  all  seasonal, 
area,  or  species  quota  limitation  closing 
for  regulated  species,  may  possess  regu¬ 
lated  species  except  haddock  in  4VW  as 
follows: 

(1)  Vessels  operating  in  Subareas  4  or 
5  or  Statistical  Area  6  for  10  days  or  more 
since  leaving  port  or  previously  off  load¬ 
ing  any  regulated  species  may  possess 
amounts  of  any  regulated  species  taken 
as  an  incidental  catch  not  to  exceed  10 
percent  by  weight  of  all  fish  on  board 
such  vessel. 

(2)  Vessels  operating  in  Subareas  4  or 
5  or  Statistical  Area  6  for  less  than  10 
days  but  for  more  than  48  hours  and  who 
have  not  landed  or  offloaded  any  regu¬ 
lated  species  within  10  days  of  leaving 
port  may  possess  amounts  of  any  regu¬ 
lated  species  taken  as  an  incidental  catch 
in  quantities  not  to  exceed  5,000  kg 
(11,020  lbs.)  or  20  percent  by  weight, 
which  ever  is  greater,  of  all  fish  on  board 
such  vessel. 

(3)  Vessels  operating  in  Subareas  4  or 
5  or  Statistical  Area  6  which  have  landed 
or  offloaded  any  regulated  species  within 
10  days  of  leaving  port  may  possess 
amounts  of  any  regulated  species  taken 
as  an  incidental  catch  in  quantities  not 
to  exceed  2,500  kg  (5510  lbs.)  or  15  per¬ 
cent  by  weight,  whichever  is  greater,  of 
all  fish  on  board  such  vessel. 

(c)  Special  Exemption.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  (b)  above  or  240.11(a)(3)  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  at  his  discretion,  and 
under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he 
deems  necessary,  may  enter  into  agree¬ 
ments  with  owners  or  operators  fishing 
in  Subareas  4  or  5  or  Statistical  Area  6. 
Such  agreement  shall  set  forth  the 
method  of  computing  an  annual  or  quar¬ 
terly  exemption  instead  of  trip  exemp¬ 
tions.  A  form  of  which  is  attached  to 
these  Regulations  as  an  appendix. 

(d)  Excess  taking.  The  taking  of  ex¬ 
cess  amounts  of  such  regulated  species 
under  these  exemptions  by  a  vessel  fish¬ 
ing  within  Subarea  5  or  Statistical  Area  6 
during  the  first  48  hour  period  subse¬ 
quent  to  leaving  port  or  off  loading  will 
not  constitute  a  violation  of  these 
regulations. 

§  240.5  Reports  and  records. 

(a)  Dealers.  (1)  All  persons,  indi¬ 
viduals,  firms  or  corporations,  at  any 
port  or  place  within  the  United  States, 
that  buy  from  other  U.S.  flag  vessels 
or  from  a  carrier  licensed  as  a  common 
carrier  engaged  in  either  interstate  or 
intrastate  commerce,  any  regulated 
species  taken  within  the  Convention  area 
by  any  fishing  vessel,  shall  make  and 
shall  furnish  to  an  authorized  officer  of 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
within  72  hours  of  sale  or  within  72 
hours  after  buying  or  receiving,  or  upon 
the  vessel’s  return  to  any  port  of  the 
United  States,  a  complete  record  of  each 
purchase,  on  forms  supplied  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(2)  All  persons  purchasing  or  receiv¬ 
ing  any  regulated  species  in  the  Conven¬ 
tion  area  for  transport  to  any  port  of 
the  United  States  must  maintain  records 
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identical  to  those  required  under  para¬ 
graph  (a)(1)  of  this  section. 

(3)  The  possession  by  any  person, 
firm  or  corporation  of  regulated  species 
which  such  person,  firm,  or  corporation 
knows  to  have  been  taken  by  a  ves¬ 
sel  of  the  United  States  without  a  valid 
license,  is  prohibited. 

(b)  Owner  or  master.  (1)  In  the  case 
of  a  vessel  licensed  under  5  240.3,  and 
fishing  for  any  of  the  regulated  species, 
the  owner  or  master  of  vessels  of  100 
gross  tons  or  more  must  maintain  an  ac¬ 
curate  log  of  fishing  operations  showing 
date,  type  and  size  of  gear  used,  locality 
fished,  duration  of  fishing  time  or  tow, 
and  the  estimated  weight  in  pounds  of 
each  species  taken  at  12-hour  intervals. 
Such  logbooks  shall  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  by  an  authorized  official  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  ICNAF  International 
Inspection  Scheme  adopted  at  the 
Twenty-first  Annual  Meeting,  May  27- 
June  4,  1971.  The  logbook  shall  be  pre¬ 
sented  for  examination  and  subsequent 
return  to  the  master  or  owner  of  the  ves¬ 
sel  upon  proper  demand  by  any  author¬ 
ized  official  at  any  time  during  or  at  the 
completion  of  a  fishing  trip.  Such  re¬ 
quired  documentation  will  be  maintained 
by  the  owner  or  master  of  the  vessel  for 
one  year  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the 
last  entry  in  the  logbook. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  vessels  of  less  than 
100  gross  tons  licensed  under  $  240.3,  and 
fishing  for  any  of  the  regulated  species, 
the  owner  or  master  may  be  required  to 
maintain  the  logbook  for  sampling  pur¬ 
poses  at  the  option  of  an  appropriate 
official  of  the  United  States. 

(3)  In  the  case  of  vessels  desiring  to 
fish  for  nonregulated  species  on  a  trip 
basis,  no  reports  are  required  of  the 
owner  or  master. 

Subpart  B — Groundfish  Fisheries 
§  2441.10  Definitions. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  defined  herein, 
the  terms  used  in  this  subpart  will  have 
the  meanings  ascribed  to  them  in  §  240.2. 

(b)  Regulations  in  this  subpart  will 
apply  to  haddock  ( Melanogrammus 
aeyleflnus  (L.) ) ,  cod  (Gadvs  morhua 
CL.)),  pollock  ( Pollachius  virens  (L.)), 
and  redfish  (ocean  perch)  ( Sebates 
marinus  (L.)). 

§240.11  Catch  quota. 

(a)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  quantity  of  haddock 
permitted  to  be  taken  in  Division  4X  of 
Subarea  4,  and  Subarea  5.  The  aggregate 
catch  of  haddock  by  persons  or  fishing 
vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  in  each  area  is  as  follows: 

(1)  The  annual  catch  of  haddock  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  fishing  in 
Division  4X  of  Subarea  4  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  2,000  metric  tons. 

(2)  The  annual  catch  of  haddock  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  fishing  in  Sub- 
area  5,  shall  not  exceed  4,450  metric 
tons. 

(3)  The  incidental  fishery  for  haddock, 
within  Subareas  4  and  5.  and  Statistical 
Area  6,  by  persons  or  vessels  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 


S  240.4  except  that  the  incidental  catch 
taken  in  Subdivisions  4V  and  4W  of  Sub- 
area  4  shall  not  exceed  2,268  kg  (5000 
lbs)  or  10  percent  by  weight,  whichever 
is  greater,  of  all  fish  on  board  such  ves¬ 
sel. 

(b)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  quantity  of  cod  permit¬ 
ted  to  be  taken  in  Subdivision  4X  of  Sub- 
area  4,  and  Subdivisions  5Y,  and  5Z,  of 
Subarea  5.  The  aggregate  catch  of  cod 
by  persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  in 
each  area,  is  as  follows: 

(1) The  annual  catch  of  cod  in  Sub- 
area  4  defined  as  that  portion  of  Sub¬ 
division  4X  lying  south  and  east  of  the 
straight  lines  joining  coordinates,  in  the 
order  listed:  44'20'N,  63°20'W;  43°00'N, 
65’40'W;  43°00'N,  67°40'W;  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  300  metric  tons. 

(2)  The  annual  catch  of  cod  in  Subdi¬ 
vision  5Y  of  Subarea  5  shall  not  exceed 
9,000  metric  tons. 

(3)  The  annual  catch  of  cod  in  Subdi¬ 
vision  5Z  of  Subarea  5  shall  not  exceed 
19,000  metric  tons. 

(c)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  quantity  of  pollock  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  taken  in  Subdivisions  4V, 
4W,  and  4X,  of  Subarea  4,  and  Subarea 
5.  The  aggregate  catch  of  pollock  in  the 
above  areas  by  persons  or  fishing  vessels 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  exceed  11,500  metric 
tons. 

(d)  An  annual  catch  limitation  Is 
placed  upon  the  quantity  of  red  fish 
(ocean  perch)  permitted  to  be  taken  in 
Subarea  2,  Subdivision  3K  of  Subarea  3, 
Subdivisions  4V,  4W,  and  4X  of  Subarea 
4,  and  Subarea  5.  The  aggregate  catch  of 
red  fish  (ocean  perch)  by  persons  or 
fishing  vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  in  each  area,  is  as 
follows : 

(1)  The  annual  catch  of  red  fish 
(ocean  perch)  by  persons  or  fishing  ves¬ 
sels  fishing  in  Subarea  2,  and  Subdivision 
3K  of  Subarea  3,  shall  not  exceed  750 
metric  tons. 

(2)  The  annual  catch  of  red  fish 
(ocean  perch)  by  persons  or  fishing  ves¬ 
sels  fishing  in  Subdivisions  4V,  4W,  and 
4X  of  Subarea  4  shall  not  exceed  7,430 
metric  tons. 

(3)  The  annual  catch  of  red  fish 
(ocean  perch)  by  persons  or  fishing  ves¬ 
sels  fishing  in  Subarea  5,  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  20,622  metric  tons. 

§  240.12  Open  season. 

(a)  The  open  season  for  regulated 
groundfish  species  in  Subdivision  4Vs, 
Division  4X  and  Division  4W  of  Subarea 
4,  and  Subarea  5,  shall  begin  at  0001 
hours  of  the  1st  day  of  January  1975, 
and  terminate  at  a  time  and  a  date  to 
be  determined  and  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register:  Provided,  That  the 
areas  described  in  S  240.13  shall  be  closed 
to  any  vessel  using  gear  capable  of  catch¬ 
ing  demersal  species. 

§  240.13  Closed  seasons  and  areas. 

(a)  The  Director  shall  announce  the 
closure  of  the  season  by  publication  of  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  speci¬ 
fying  the  time  and  date  for  the  termina¬ 


tion  of  specialized  fishing  for  regulated 
groundfish  species  in  Subarea  4  or  5,  or 
any  division  thereof.  The  closure  is  de¬ 
termined  in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  The  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  maintains  records  of  the  catches 
of  regulated  groundfish  species,  except 
haddock,  made  in  Subdivision  4Vs,  Divi¬ 
sion  4X  and  Division  4W  of  Subarea  4 
and  Subarea  5,  during  the  open  season, 
by  vessels  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  participating  in  the 
fishery. 

(2)  When  the  accumulative  and  esti¬ 
mated  prospective  catch  of  regulated 
groundfish  species,  except  haddock  in 
each  subarea,  making  allowance  for  the 
incidental  catch  for  the  remainder  of  the 
year,  equals  100  percent  of  the  allowable 
catch  permitted  under  S  240.11,  the  Di¬ 
rector  shall  promDtly  publish  the  notice, 
in  the  Federal  Register,  required  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  and  shall 
notify  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
date  on  which  vessels  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  have 
ceased  a  soecialized  fisherv. 

(b)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  per¬ 
son  or  fishing  vessel  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States  to  use,  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  from  0001  hours  March  1 
to  2400  hours  May  31  fishing  gear  capa¬ 
ble  of  catching  demersal  species,  includ¬ 
ing  any  trawl  gear  or  similar  devices, 
gillnet  or  hook  and  line  except  that  in 
the  area  delineated  in  (1)  below,  hooks 
having  a  gape  of  not  less  than  3  cm  may 
be  used,  in: 

(1)  Subarea  5,  two  areas  bounded  by 
straight  lines  connecting  the  following 
coordinates  in  the  order  listed: 

(1)  69°55'W-42°10'N,  69o10'W-41°10'N, 
68°30'W-41°35'N,  68°45'W-41°50'N,  69°- 
00'W-41°50'N. 

(ii)  67°00'W-42°20'N,  67°00'W-41°15'- 
N,  65°40'W-41°15'N,  65°40'W-42o00'N, 
66°00'W-42“20'N. 

(2)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  per¬ 
son  or  fishing  vessel  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States  to  use,  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  from  0001  hours,  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  to  2400  hours,  May  31  fishing  gear 
capable  of  catching  demersal  species,  in¬ 
cluding  any  trawl  gear  or  similar  de¬ 
vices,  gill  net,  or  hook  and  line  in  Di¬ 
vision  4X  of  Subarea  4  bounded  by 
straight  lines  connecting  the  following 
coordinates,  in  the  order  listed: 

67°00'W-43°00'N,  66°32'W-42°42'N, 

66°32'W-42°20'N,  66°00'W-42°20'N,  65c- 
44'W-42°04'N,  64°00'W-42°49'N,  64°00'- 
W-43°30'N.  65°40'W-43*00'N. 

(c)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  to  take  fish,  other  than  Crustacea, 
utilizing  fishing  vessels  over  130  feet  in 
length,  with  fishing  gear  other  than  pe¬ 
lagic  fishing  gear  (purse  seines  or  true 
mid-water  trawls,  using  mid-water  trawl 
doors  incapable  of  being  fished  on  the 
bottom),  in  the  area  adjacent  to  the 
United  States  coast  within  such  parts  of 
Subarea  5,  and  Statistical  Area  6,  which 
lies  north  of  39°00'N,  and  north  of 
straight  lines  connecting  73o30'W-39o- 
00'N.  72°33'W-40°20'N,  and  68°15'W- 
40e20'N,  and  south  and  west  of  a  straight 
line  drawn  between  the  points:  68°15'W- 
40°20'N,  and  70°00'W-43°17'N. 
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(d)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  per¬ 
son  or  fishing  vessel  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States  permitted  to 
fish  in  the  areas  defined  according  to 
{  240.13  (b)  and  (c)  to  attach  any  pro¬ 
tective  device  to  pelagic  fishing  gear  or 
employ  any  means  that  would,  in  effect, 
make  it  possible  to  fish  for  demersal 
species. 

§  240.14  Gear  restrictions. 

(a)  In  Subareas  1,  2,  and  3,  no  person 
shall  fish  for  regulated  species  with  a 
trawl  net  or  nets,  parts  of  nets,  or  net¬ 
ting  of  manila  or  of  the  trade  named 
twines,  under  the  chemical  category  of 
polypropylene,  having  a  mesh  size  of 
less  than  5ys  inches  (130  mm.),  or  a 
trawl  net  or  nets  or  parts  of  nets,  or  net¬ 
ting  of  material  other  than  manila  or 
polypropylene  twine,  unless  it  shall  have 
a  selectivity  equivalent  to  that  of  a  5H 
inch  (13C  mm.)  manila  trawl  net. 

(b)  In  Subareas,  4  and  5,  no  person 
shall  fish  for  haddock  or  cod  with  a  trawl 
net  or  nets,  parts  of  nets,  other  than  the 
cod  end,  or  netting  of  manila  or  of  the 
trade  named  twines,  under  the  chemical 
category  of  polypropylene  having  a  mesh 
size  of  less  than  4%  inches.  (114  mm.) 
and  having  a  cod  end  of  meshes  of  less 
than  5ys  Inches  (130  m.m.) . 

(c)  The  use  in  fishing  for  haddock  or 
cod  within  the  Regulatory  area  of  any 
device  or  method  which  would,  or  other¬ 
wise,  have  the  effect  of  diminishing  the 
size  of  said  meshes  of  the  trawl  net  is 
prohibited:  Provided,  That  an  approved 
chafer  described  in  $  240.2(d)  may  be 
used. 

§  240.15  General  restrictions. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 

(b),  (c),  and  (d),  of  this  section,  after 
the  dates  announced  in  the  manner  pro¬ 
vided  in  {  240.13(a),  for  the  closing  of 
the  unrestrictive  fishing  for  certain  spe¬ 
cies  in  Division  4X  or  Division  4W  of 
Subarea  4  and  Subarea  5,  it  shall  be  un¬ 
lawful  for  any  master  or  other  person 
in  charge  of  a  fishing  vessel  to  possess 
such  regulated  ground  fish  species  on 
board  such  vessel  in  those  areas  or  to 
land  such  regulated  ground  fish  species 
in  those  areas  in  any  port  or  place  until 
the  next  succeeding  fishing  season  re¬ 
opens  on  January  1  next. 

(b) (1)  Any  fishing  vessel  which  had 
departed  port  to  engage  in  fishing  for 
regulated  groundflsh  species  under  the 
provisions  of  {  240.3  prior  to  the  date  of 
the  closure  for  such  regulated  species  in 
either  Division  4X  or  4W  in  Subarea  4, 
or  Subarea  5,  may  continue  to  take  and 
retain  such  species  in  the  Division  or 
Subarea  for  which  the  closure  has  been 
announced,  for  a  period  of  time  not  to 
exceed  10  days,  at  which  time  fishing  for 
such  species  in  the  closed  Division  or 
Subarea  shall  be  prohibited.  Within  48 
hours  after  the  expiration  of  the  10-day 
period,  each  such  vessel  must  return  to  a 
port  or  place  in  the  United  States,  and 
the  master  or  person  in  charge  must 
immediately,  on  his  return,  notify  any 
officer  of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  U.S.  Bureau  of  Customs  or  Coast 
Guard,  of  his  arrival. 


(2)  Any  master  or  person  in  charge 
of  a  fishing  vessel,  licensed  pursuant  to 
(  240.3,  may  continue  to  fish  after  the 
date  of  closure,  in  any  subarea  or  divi¬ 
sion,  the  provisions  of  the  next  preceding 
paragraph  notwithstanding,  but  should 
he  elect  to  do  so,  the  quantity  of  such 
regulated  species  in  his  possession  on 
each  trip  must  not  exceed  5,000  pounds 
or  10  percent  (10%)  by  weight  of  all 
other  fish  on  board. 

(c)  Any  master  or  person  in  charge  of 
a  fishing  vessel,  which  has  departed  port 
after  the  date  of  closure  of  unrestrictive 
fishing  for  certain  regulated  groundflsh 
species  in  Division  4X  or  4W  in  Subarea 
4,  or  Subarea  5,  may  take,  possess  on 
board,  and  land  in  any  port  or  place,  such 
regulated  species  as  may  be  taken  inci¬ 
dentally  to  a  fishery  for  nonregulated 
species :  Provided,  That  the  master  of  the 
said  vessel  has  on  board  the  appropriate 
license  as  required  under  §  240.3(a)  and 
complies  with  the  limitations  specified  in 
{  240.4,  and  the  reporting  requirements, 
where  required,  in  §  240.5(b) :  Provided 
further.  That  nothing  contained  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  amend,  modify,  or 
repeal  those  portions  of  the  regulations 
relating  to  areas  closed  to  all  demersal 
fishing,  which  may  be  found  in 
§  240.13(d). 

(d)  The  provisions  of  this  subpart  shall 
apply  to  all  fishing  trips  begun  during 
the  current  calendar  year,  whether  com¬ 
pleted  before  January  1,  or  not. 

(e)  The  provisions  of  this  subpart  shall 
be  enforced  in  accordance  with,  and  not 
supersede  the  provisions  of  §  240.4. 

Subpart  C — Flatfish  Fisheries 
§  240.20  Definitions. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  defined  herein, 
the  terms  used  in  this  subpart  will  have 
the  meanings  ascribed  to  them  in  {  240.2. 

(b)  Regulations  in  this  subpart  will 
apply  to  American  plaice  ( Hippoglossoi - 
des  platessoides  (Fab.)),  Yellowtail 
flounder  ( Limanda  ferruginea  (Storer) ), 
and  other  flounders  in  aggregate  grey 
sole  or  witch  (Glyptocephalus  gynoglos- 
sus  (L>),  dab  or  American  plaice  (Hip- 
poglossoides  platessoides  (Fab.)),  fluke 
or  summer  flounder  (.Paralichthys 
dentatus  (L)),  blackback,  lemon  sole  or 
winter  flounder  ( Pseudopleuronectes 
americanus  (Walb.) ). 

§  240.21  Catch  quota. 

(a)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  total  quantity  of  yellow- 
tail  flounder,  witch  flounder,  and  Amer¬ 
ican  plaice  permitted  to  be  taken  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

(1)  In  Subdivisions  4V.  4W,  and  4X, 
of  Subarea  4.  The  aggregate  catch  of 
yellowtail  flounder,  witch  flounder,  and 
American  plaice  in  the  above  areas  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  shall 
not  exceed  500  metric  tons. 

(2)  The  annual  catch  limitation  placed 
upon  yellowtail  flounder,  permitted  to  be 
taken  by  persons  or  fishing  vessels  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  east  of  60°00'  West  longitude  in 


Subarea  5.  shall  not  exceed  15,900  metric 
tons  and  shall  be  taken  In  quarterly  in¬ 
crements  as  follows: 


Quarter 

Catch 

quota 

Expected 

accumulated 

catch 

.  3,850 

3,850 

.  3, 850 

7,700 

July  1  to  8ept.  30 . . 

Oct.  1  to  Deo.  31 . . . 

.  4,900 

.  3,300 

12,600 

15,900 

(3)  The  annual  catch  quota  of  yellow- 
tail  flounder  west  of  69°00'  West  longi¬ 
tude  in  Subarea  5,  and  in  Statistical 
Area  6,  by  persons  or  fishing  vessels  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  exceed  3,990  metric  tons. 
The  incidental  fishery  for  yellowtail 
flounder  west  of  69°00'  West  Longitude 
in  Subarea  5  and  in  Statistical  Area  6, 
by  persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  shall 
not  exceed  2,268  kg  (5000  lbs)  or  10  per¬ 
cent  by  weight,  whichever  is  greater,  of 
all  fish  on  board  such  vesseL 

(b)  The  Director  may  adjust  the  quar¬ 
terly  increments  of  this  subpart  by  pub¬ 
lication  of  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

(c)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  aggregate  quantity  of 
flounder  other  than  yellowtail  permitted 
to  be  taken  by  persons  or  fishing  vessels 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  in  Subarea  5,  and  in  Statistical 
Area  6.  The  aggregate  catch  of  such 
species  in  the  above  areas  by  persons  or 
fishing  vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  shall  not  exceed 
23,900  metric  tons. 

§  240.22  Open  season. 

(a)  The  open  season  for  regulated  flat¬ 
fish  species  in  areas  under  quota  in 
§  240.21,  shall  begin  at  0001  hours  local 
time  on  the  1st  day  of  January  1975  and 
terminate  at  a  time  and  date  to  be  an¬ 
nounced  by  the  Director,  by  publication 
of  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  In 
the  event  of  a  closure  during  any  quar¬ 
ter,  open  season  fishing  for  yellowtail 
flounder  shall  resume  on  the  first  day 
of  the  next  quarter. 

§  240.23  Closed  season  and  areas. 

(a)  The  Director  shall  announce  the 
closure  of  the  season  by  publication  of 
a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  speci¬ 
fying  the  time  and  date  for  the  termi¬ 
nation  of  specialized  fishery  for  certain 
regulated  flatfish  species  in  Subarea  3, 
and  Subarea  5. 

(b)  The  National  Marine  Fisheries 

Service  maintains  records  of  the  catches 
of  regulated  flatfish  species  made  dur¬ 
ing  the  open  seasons  in  those  areas  under 
quota  limitations  specified  in  { 240.21 
by  vessels  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  participating  in  the 
fishery.  ^ 

(c)  When  the  accumulative  and  esti¬ 
mated  catch  of  certain  regulated  flat¬ 
fish  species,  making  allowance  for  the 
incidental  catch  for  the  remainder  of 
the  year,  equals  100  percent  of  the  allow¬ 
able  catch  permitted  under  {  240.21,  the 
Director  shall  promptly  notify  the  Ex- 
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ecutive  Secretary  of  the  date  on  which 
vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  have  ceased  a  specialized 
fishery. 

<d)  Announcement  shall  also  be  made 
by  publication  of  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  the  closing  time  and  date 
of  the  first,  second,  and  third  quarters 
when  the  Director  has  determined,  on 
the  basis  of  catch  data  and  catch  rates, 
that  the  accumulative  catch  (landings 
plus  discards)  of  yellowtall  flounder  in 
Subarea  5,  in  either  area  (east  or  west 
of  69°00'  W),  will  equal  the  quarterly 
quota  established  in  §  240.21  (b) . 

§  240.24  Gear  restrictions. 

(a)  In  Subareas  4  and  5,  no  person 
shall  fish  for  yellowtall  flounder  with  a 
trawl  net  or  nets,  parts  of  nets,  other 
than  the  cod  end,  or  netting  of  manila  or 
of  the  trade  named  twines,  under  the 
chemical  category  of  polypropylene  hav¬ 
ing  a  mesh  size  of  less  than  4%  inches 
(114  mm.)  and  having  a  cod  end  of 
meshes  of  less  than  5  %  inches  (130 
mm.) 

(b)  The  use  in  fishing  for  regulated 
species  within  the  Regulatory  area  of 
any  device  or  method  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  diminishing  the  size  of  said 
meshes  or  obstruct  the  meshes  of  the 
trawl  net,  is  prohibited:  Provided,  That 
an  approved  chafer,  described  in  §  240  2 
(d)  may  be  used. 

§  240.25  General  restrictions. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
(a)(1)  or  (2)  and  (b)  of  this  section, 
after  the  dates  announced  in  the  manner 
provided  in  §240.23  for  the  closing  of 
the  fishing  season  or  seasons,  it  shall  be 
unlawful  for  any  master  or  other  person 
in  charge  of  a  fishing  vessel  to  possess 
such  regulated  flatfish  species  in  the 
closed  Regulatory  areas  or  to  land  such 
species  taken  in  those  areas  in  any  port 
or  place  until  the  next  succeeding  open 
season. 

<  1 )  In  the  event  of  a  closure  of  any  of 
the  first  three  quarters,  as  provided  under 
8  240.23(d),  any  fishing  vessel  which 
had  departed  port  to  engage  in  yellow- 
tail  flounder  fishing  in  Subarea  5  prior 
to  the  date  of  the  closure,  may  continue 
to  take  and  retain  yellowtall  flounder  in 
the  area  subject  to  the  closure  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  time  not  to  exceed  5  days,  at 
which  time  fishing  for  yellowtall  flounder 
in  the  closed  area  shall  be  prohibited. 

(2)  In  the  event  of  an  annual  closure 
as  provided  under  8  240.23,  any  fl«hir»g 
vessel  which  had  departed  port  to  engage 
in  fishing  for  regulated  flatfish  species 
in  Subarea  5,  prior  to  date  of  the  closure, 
may  continue  to  take  and  retain  such 
species  in  the  area  subject  to  the  closure, 
for  a  period  of  time  not  to  p^ceed  io’ 
days,  at  which  time  fishing  in  the  closed 
area  shall  be  prohibited.  Within  24  hours 
after  the  expiration  of  either  the  10-day 
or  5-day  period,  provided  under  the 
preceding  paragraph,  each  such  vessel 
must  return  to  a  port  or  place  in  the 
United  States  and  the  master  or  person 
in  charge  must  immediately,  on  the  re¬ 
turn,  notify  any  appropriate  official  of 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
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U.S.  Bureau  of  Customs  or  Coast  Guard 
of  his  arrival. 

(b)  Any  master  or  person  in  charge  of 
a  fishing  vessel  which  has  departed  port 
after  the  date  of  closure  in  Subarea  5 
may  take,  possess  on  board,  and  land  in 
any  port  or  place,  such  regulated  flatfish 
species  as  may  be  taken  incidentally  in 
such  closed  area  to  a  fishery  for  non- 
regulated  species:  Provided,  That  the 
owner  or  operator  of  the  said  vessel  has 
on  board  the  appropriate  license  as  re- 
quired  under  8  240.3(a)  and  complies 
with  the  limitations  specified  in  8  240.4 
and  the  reporting  requirements,  where 
required,  in  8  240.5(b).  Provided  further. 
That  nothing  contained  herein  «hn.i] 
be  construed  to  amend,  modify,  or  repeal 
those  portions  of  the  regulations  relating 
to  areas  closed  to  all  demersal  fishing 
which  may  be  found  in  8  240.13(d) . 

Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  amend,  modify,  or  repeal  those 
portions  of  the  regulations  relating  to 
those  areas  closed  to  demersal  fishing  as 
stated  in  8  240.13.  The  provisions  of  this 
subpart  shall  apply  to  all  fishing  trips 
begun  during  the  current  calendar  year. 

Subpart  D — Hake  Fisheries 
§  240.30  Definitions. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  defined  herein, 
the  terms  used  in  this  subpart  will  have 
the  meanings  ascribed  to  them  in  8  240.2. 

'  b)  Regulations  in  this  subpart  will 
apply  to  silver  hake,  (Merluccius  biline- 
aris  (Mitch.) ),  and  red  hake,  iUrophycis 
chuss  (Walb.)). 


§  240.31  Catch  quota. 

(a)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  quantity  of  silver  hake 
permitted  to  be  taken  in  Division  5Y  and 
Subdivisions  5Ze  and  5Zw  of  Subarea  5, 
and  in  Statistical  Area  6.  The  aggregate 
catch  of  silver  hake  permitted  to  be 
taken  by  persons  or  fishing  vessels  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  in  each  area  is  as  follows: 

(1)  The  annual  catch  of  silver  hake 
in  Division  5Y  of  Subarea  5  shall  not 
exceed  13,000  metric  tons. 

2)  The  annual  catch  of  silver  hake 
in  Subdivision  5Ze  of  Subarea  5  shall  not 
exceed  11,100  metric  tons. 

(3)  The  annual  catch  of  silver  hake  in 
both  Subdivision  5Zw  of  Subarea  5  and  in 
Statistical  Area  6  shall  not  exceed  18,900 
metric  tons. 

(b)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  quantity  of  red  hake 
permitted  to  be  taken  east  of  69°  West 
longitude  in  Division  5Z  of  Subarea  5  and 
West  of  69*  West  longitude  in  Division 
5Z  of  Subarea  5  and  in  Statistical  Area 
6.  The  aggregate  catch  of  red  hake  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  in  each 
area  is  as  follows: 

(1)  The  annual  catch  of  red  hake  east 

of  69°00'  West  longitude  in  Division  5Z 
of  Subarea  5,  shall  not  exceed  1,000 
metric  tons. 

(2)  The  annual  catch  of  red  hake  west 
of  eO-OO'  West  longitude  in  Division  5Z 
of  Subarea  5  and  In  Statistical  Area  6 
shall  not  exceed  11,900  metric  tons 


It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  to  conduct  a  directed  fishery  for 
silver  hake  or  red  hake  after  closure  of 
the  fishery. 

§  240.32  Open  season. 

(a)  The  open  season  for  silver  hake 
fishing  in  Division  5Y  and  5Z  of  Subarea 
5,  and  red  hake  fishing  in  Division  5Z  of 
Subarea  5,  shall  begin  at  0001  hours  of 
the  1st  day  of  January  1975  and  termi¬ 
nate  at  a  time  and  a  date  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  §  240.33. 

§  240.33  Closed  season  and  areas. 

(a)  The  Director  shall  announce  the 
closure  of  the  season  by  publication  of  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  specify¬ 
ing  the  time  and  date  for  the  termination 
of  specialized  fishery  for  silver  hake  or 
red  hake  in  Subarea  5. 

(b)  The  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  maintains  records  of  the  catches 
of  silver  hake  or  red  hake  made  in  each 
Division  of  Subarea  5  during  the  open 
season  by  vessels,  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States,  participating  in  the 
fishery. 

(c)  When  the  accumulative  and  esti¬ 
mated  prospective  catch  of  silver  hni™ 
and  red  hake  in  each  Division  of  Sub- 
area  5,  making  allowance  for  the  inci¬ 
dental  catch  for  the  remainder  of  the 
year,  equals  100  percent  of  the  allowable 
catch  permitted  under  8  240.31,  the  Di¬ 
rector  shall  promptly  notify  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  of  the  date  on  which  its 
vessels  have  ceased  a  specialized  fishery. 

§  240.34  Gear  restrictions. 

There  are  no  gear  restrictions  regard¬ 
ing  fishing  for  silver  or  red  hake. 

§  240.3o  General  restrictions. 

(a)(1)  Any  fishing  vessel  which  had 
departed  port  to  engage  in  silver  or  red 
hake  fishing  under  the  provisions  of 
§  240.3(a),  prior  to  the  date  of  closure 
of  silver  or  red  hake  fishing  in  either 
Division  5Y  or  5Z  of  Subarea  5,  may  con¬ 
tinue  to  take  and  retain  silver  or  red 
hake  in  the  Divisions  for  which  the  clos¬ 
ure  has  been  announced  for  a  period  of 
time  not  to  exceed  5  days,  at  which  time 
fishing  for  silver  or  red  hake  in  the  closed 
Division  shall  be  prohibited.  Within  48 
hours  after  the  expiration  of  the  5-day 
period,  each  such  vessel  must  return  to 
a  port  or  place  in  the  United  States  and 
the  master  or  person  in  charge  must 
Immediately,  on  his  return,  notify  any 
appropriate  officer  of  the  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service,  U.S.  Customs  Serv¬ 
ice,  or  Coast  Guard,  of  his  arrival. 

(2)  Any  master  or  person  in  charge  of 
a  fishing  vessel  licensed  to  silver 
or  red  hake  from  waters  of  the  Conven¬ 
tion  area  may  continue  to  fish  after  the 
date  of  closure  in  any  Subarea  or  Divi¬ 
sion,  the  provisions  of  the  next  preced¬ 
ing  paragraph  notwithstanding,  but 
should  he  elect  to  do  so,  the  quantity 
of  silver  or  red  hake  in  his  possession 
must  not  exceed  5,000  pounds  or  10  per¬ 
cent  (10  percent)  by  weight  of  all  other 
fish  on  board. 
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(b)  Any  master  or  person  in  charge 
of  a  fishing  vessel  which  has  departed 
port  after  the  date  of  closure  of  silver  or 
red  hair*  fishing  in  Division  5Y  or  5Z  of 
Subarea  5,  may  take  and  possess  on 
board,  and  land  in  any  port  of  place,  such 
silver  or  red  hake  as  may  be  taken  inci¬ 
dentally  to  a  fishery  for  nonregulated 
species:  Provided,  That  the  master  of  the 
said  vessel  has  on  board  the  appropriate 
license  as  required  under,  §  240.3(a)  and 
complies  with  the  limitations  specified  in 
$  240.4  and  the  reporting  requirements, 
where  required  in  §  240.5(b) :  Provided 
further,  That  nothing  contained  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  amend,  modify,  or 
repeal  those  portions  of  the  regulations 
relating  to  areas  closed  to  all  demersal 
fishing,  which  may  be  found  in 
§  240.13(d). 

(c )  The  provisions  of  this  subpart  shall 
apply  to  all  fishing  trips  begun  during  the 
current  calendar  year,  whether  com¬ 
pleted  before  January  1,  or  not. 

Subpart  E — Pelagic  Fisheries 
§  240,40  Definitions, 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  defined  herein, 
the  terms  used  in  this  Subpart  will  have 
the  meanings  ascribed  to  them  in  Sub¬ 
part  A,  §  240.2. 

(b)  Regulations  in  this  subpart  will 
apply  to  herring  (Clupea  harengus  L.), 
mackerel  (Scomber  scombrus  L.),  and 
squid  (all  species). 

§  240.41  Catch  qnota. 

(a)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  quantity  of  herring  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  taken  in  Divisions  4X  and 
4W  of  Subarea  4,  Divisions  5Y  and  5Z  of 
Subarea  5,  and  in  Statistical  Area  0.  The 
aggregate  catch  by  persons  or  fishing 
vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  in  each  area  is  as  follows: 

(1)  The  annual  catch  of  herring  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  fishing  in  Di¬ 
visions  4X  and  4W  in  Subarea  4  shall 
not  exceed  1,000  metric  tons. 

(2)  The  annual  catch  of  herring  by 
persons  of  fishing  vessels  fishing  in  Divi¬ 
sion  5Y  and  Subarea  5  shall  not  exceed 
10,750  metric  tons. 

(3)  The  annual  catch  of  herring  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  fishing  in  Di¬ 
vision  5Z  of  Subarea  5,  and  in  Statistical 
Area  6  shall  not  exceed  8,400  metric  tons. 

(b)  An  annual  catch  limitation  is 
placed  upon  the  quantity  of  mackerel 
permitted  to  be  taken  in  Subareas  3  and 
4  and  5  and  in  Statistical  Area  6.  The 
aggregate  catch  by  persons  or  fishing 
vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  fishing  in  each  area  is  as 
follows : 

(1)  The  annual  catch  of  mackerel  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  fishing  in  Sub- 
areas  3  and  4  shall  not  exceed  1,000 
metric  tons. 

(2)  The  annual  catch  of  mackerel  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  fishing  in  Sub- 
area  5  and  in  Statistical  Area  6  shall 
not  exceed  4,700  metric  tons. 

§  240.42  Open  season. 

The  open  season  for  herring  or  mack¬ 
erel  shall  begin  at  0001  hours  of  the  first 
day  of  January  each  year  and  terminate 


in  each  subarea  at  a  time  and  date  to  be 
determined  and  announced  as  provided 
in  §  240.43. 

§  240.43  Closed  season  and  areas. 

(a)  The  Service  Director  shall  main¬ 
tain  records  of  the  catches  of  herring  or 
mackerel  by  fishing  vessels  subject  to 
quota  allocations  in  the  specific  areas 
and/or  Subareas  and  Statistical  Areas,  or 
combination  of  such,  as  previously  stated 
in  §  240.41,  during  the  open  season.  The 
Service  Director  shall  announce  the 
closure  dates  for  herring  or  mackerel 
fishing  in  Divisions  5Y  and  5Z  of  Subarea 
5,  when  the  accumulated  catch  and  esti¬ 
mated  catch  of  herring  or  mackerel,  the 
quantity  estimated  to  be  taken  before 
closure  could  be  introduced,  and  the 
likely  incidental  catch  for  the  remainder 
of  the  year,  equal  100  percent  of  the  al¬ 
lowable  catch  permitted  under  $  240.41. 
Such  announcement  of  the  season  closure 
dates  shall  be  made  by  publication  of  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(b)  The  Executive  Secretary  shall 
maintain  records  of  the  catches  by  fish¬ 
ing  vessels,  of  all  contracting  govern¬ 
ments  participating  in  fishing  for  her¬ 
ring,  subject  to  quota  regulations  in 
Subarea  4,  during  open  seasons  for  which 
specific  allocations  have  not  been  as¬ 
signed.  The  Executive  Secretary  shall 
notify  the  United  States  when  the  ac¬ 
cumulated  catch  and  estimated  catch  of 
herring  in  Divisions  4W  and  4X  of  Sub- 
area  4,  the  quantity  estimated  to  be 
taken  before  closure  could  be  introduced, 
and  the  likely  incidental  catch  for  the 
remainder  of  the  year,  equal  100  percent 
of  the  allowable  catch  permitted  under 
9  240.41.  The  Service  Director  shall  an¬ 
nounce  the  closure  dates  for  the  herring 
fishing  season  for  the  specific  areas  and/ 
or  Subareas  and  Statistical  Areas,  or 
combination  of  such,  as  previously  stated 
In  9  240.41,  within  10  days  of  the  receipt 
of  such  notification  from  the  Executive 
Secretary.  Such  announcement  of  the 
season  closure  dates  shall  be  made  by 
publication  of  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

§  249.44  Gear  restrk-tions. 

There  are  no  gear  restrictions  regard¬ 
ing  fishing  for  herring  or  mackerel. 

§  240.45  General  restrictions. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  9  240.4,  and 
as  provided  below,  after  the  date  an¬ 
nounced  in  manner  provided  in  9  240.43, 
for  the  closing  of  the  herring  or  mack¬ 
erel  fishing  season,  it  shall  be  unlawful 
for  any  master  or  other  person  in  charge 
of  a  fishing  vessel  to  possess  herring  or 
mackerel  taken  in  the  closed  subareas  or 
to  land  herring  taken  in  those  subareas 
in  any  port  or  place  until  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  open  season  for  herring  or  mack¬ 
erel. 

(b)  In  the  event  of  an  annual  closure 
in  the  specific  areas,  and/or  Subareas, 
and  Statistical  Areas,  or  combination  of 
such,  as  previously  stated  in  9  240.41,  any 
fishing  vessel,  which  had  departed  port 
to  engage  in  herring  or  mackerel  fishing 
in  Subarea  5  prior  to  the  date  of  closure, 
may  continue  to  take  and  retain  herring 
or  mackerel  in  that  subarea  after  the  clo¬ 


sure,  for  a  period  of  time  not  to  exceed  2 
days,  at  which  time  fishing  for  herring  or 
mackerel  in  the  closed  subarea  shall  be 
prohibited.  Within  24  hours  alter  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  2 -day  period,  each  fishing 
vessel  must  return  to  a  port  or  place  in 
the  United  States,  and  the  master  or  per¬ 
son  in  charge  of  the  fishing  vessel  must 
then  immediately  notify  an  authorized 
official  of  the  vessel’s  arrival  in  port. 

(c)  In  the  event  of  an  annual  closure 
as  provided  in  §  240.43(b)  in  the  specific 
areas  and/or  Subareas,  and  Statistical 
Areas,  or  combination  of  such,  as  previ¬ 
ously  stated  in  §  240.41,  any  fishing  vessel, 
which  had  departed  port  to  engage  in 
herring  fishing  in  Subarea  4  prior  to  the 
date  of  closure,  may  continue  to  take  and 
retain  herring  in  that  subarea  alter  the 
closure,  for  a  period  of  time  not  to  exceed 
4  days,  at  which  time  fishing  for  herring 
in  the  closed  subarea  shall  be  prohibited. 
Within  24  hours  after  the  expiration  of 
the  4-day  period,  each  fishing  vessel  must 
return  to  a  port  or  place  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  master  or  person  in 
charge  of  the  fishing  vessel  must  then 
immediately  notify  an  authorized  official 
of  the  vessel’s  arrival  in  port. 

(d)  For  the  purposes  of  law  enforce¬ 
ment  and  inspection,  duly  authorized  offi¬ 
cials  shall  have  reasonable  access  to  any 
area  on  board  a  fishing  vessel,  transport, 
or  shore  facility  where  fish  are  landed, 
handled,  stored,  or  processed,  and  to 
areas  where  fishing  gear  or  parts  of  Ash¬ 
ing  gear  are  used,  assembled,  or  stored. 

§  249.46  Size  limits. 

A  size  limit  is  placed  on  the  length 
of  herring  permitted  to  be  taken  by  per¬ 
sons  or  fishing  vessels,  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States,  in  those 
portions  of  Division  4W  south  of 
44’52’N.  latitude  and  Division  4X  south 
of  43°50'N.  latitude  of  Subarea  4  and 
in  Subarea  5. 

(a)  The  taking  or  possession  of  herring 
less  than  9  inches  (22.7  em),  measured 
from  the  tip  of  the  snout  to  the  end  a f 
the  tail,  is  prohibited  except  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

(b)  A  person  may  take  herring  on  any 
trip  less  than  9  inches  (22.7  cm),  meas¬ 
ured  as  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section:  Provided,  that  the  total 
amount  taken  does  not  exceed  10  percent 
by  weight  or  25%  by  count  of  all  herring 
caught  in  the  areas  above,  specified  by 
that  fishing  vessel  during  such  trip.  A 
trip  shall  be  considered  to  be  not  more 
than  90  days  on  grounds  as  determined 
by  examination  of  the  logbook. 

Subpart  F— All  Other  Finfish 
§  240.50  Definitions. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  defined  herein, 
the  terms  used  in  this  subpart  will  have 
the  meaning  ascribed  to  them  in  Sub¬ 
part  A,  9  240.2. 

(b)  Regulations  of  this  subpart  will 
apply  to  all  other  finfish  taken  by  per¬ 
sons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  in  Sub- 
area  5  and  Statistical  Area  6,  and  such 
other  finfish  not  previously  mentioned  in 
9  240.10,  20,  30,  and  40. 
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§  240.51  Catch  quota. 

An  annual  catch  limitation  is  placed 
upon  the  quantity  of  other  flnfish  as  de¬ 
fined  in  5  240.2(c)(5)  permitted  to  be 
taken  in  Subarea  5  and  in  Statistical 
Area  6.  The  aggregate  catch  of  all  other 
finfish  in  the  above  areas  by  persons  or 
fishing  vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  shall  not  exceed 
68,000  metric  tons. 

Subpart  G — Squid  Fisheries  and  Shellfish 

§  240.60  Definitions. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  defined  herein, 
the  terms  used  in  this  subpart  will  have 
the  meanings  ascribed  to  them  in  Sub¬ 
part  A,  §  240.2. 

(b)  Regulations  of  this  subpart  will 
apply  to  all  squid  and  shellfish  taken  by 
persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  in  Sub- 
area  5  and  Statistical  Area  6. 

§  240.61  Catch  quota. 

An  annual  catch  limitation  is  placed 
upon  the  quantity  of  squids,  short  finned 
and  long  finned,  permitted  to  be  taken 
in  Subarea  5  and  in  Statistical  Area  6. 
The  catch  of  such  squid  in  the  above 
areas  by  persons  or  fishing  vessels  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  exceed  5,600  metric  tons. 

Subpert  H — Overall  Quota 

§  240.70  Definitions. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  defined  herein, 
the  terms  used  in  this  subpart  will  have 
the  meanings  ascribed  to  them  in  Sub¬ 
part  A,  S  240.2. 

(b)  Regulations  of  this  subpart  will 
apply  to  all  stocks  and  species  in  Sub- 
area  5  and  in  Statistical  Area  6  exclud¬ 
ing  menhaden,  tuna,  billfish  and  sharks 
other  than  dogfish. 

§  240.71  Catch  quota. 

The  aggregate  catch  of  all  such  stocks 
and  species  in  the  above  areas  by  per¬ 
sons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  at  the  United  States  shall 
not  exceed  211,000  metric  tons. 

Appendix 

OPTIONAL  SBTTLRMENT  AGREEMENT  FORM 

This  agreement  is  entered  into  between 

the  United  States  Government  and - 

(hereinafter  "the  owner"),  owner  of  vessel 
_ _  official  number _ (herein¬ 
after  "the  vessel”),  operating  in  the  ground- 
fisheries  in  Bubarea(s) - (here¬ 

inafter  “settlement  area”)  of  the  ICNAF 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

regulatory  area,  as  defined  in  Chapter  n, 
Subchapter  E,  Part  240  of  Title  60  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  This  agreement  covers 
the  following  species: _ (here¬ 

inafter  "settlement  fish”) . 

The  purpose  of  this  agreement  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  settlement  of  cases  involving 
violations  of  the  Northwest  Atlantic  Fisheries 
Act  of  1950,  and  in  particular  violations  set 
forth  in  60  CFR  240  _ regarding  regula¬ 

tions  governing  the  taking  of  settlement  fish 
in  the  settlement  area.  The  purpose  of  this 
settlement  agreement  is  to  assure  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  principles  of  the  Northwest 
Atlantic  Fisheries  Act  of  and,  in  accordance 
with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Act  of  1966,  as 
amended,  to  take  required  steps  for  the 
development,  advancement,  management, 
conservation,  and  protection  of  the  fisheries 
resources  of  the  United  States.  The  parties 
to  this  agreement  agree  as  follows: 

1.  This  agreement  shall  cover  the  period 

commencing  on _ and  continuing 

for  a  period  of _ days  and  terminating 

on _ _  Settlement  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of _ , _ shaU  take  place 

within  ten  (10)  days  of  the  conclusion  of 
each  quarter  or  period  if  otherwise  stated. 

2.  The  owner  agrees  that  the  master  or 
other  person  in  charge  of  the  vessel  shall 
maintain  an  accurate  log  of  the  fishing  oper¬ 
ations  of  the  vessel,  showing  the  date,  type 
and  size  of  gear  used,  locality  fished,  duration 
of  fishing,  time  of  tow,  and  the  estimated 
weight  of  each  species  taken  at  12-hour  in¬ 
tervals.  For  the  purpose  of  providing  infor¬ 
mation  useful  in  the  implementation  of  the 
agreement  and  detecting  violations  thereof, 
the  log  book  shall  be  made  available  for  in¬ 
spection  and  copying  by  an  authorized  offi¬ 
cial  of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
within  48  hours  of  completion  of  each  fishing 
voyage  conducted  by  the  vessel  during  the 
period  set  forth  in  paragraph  1. 

8.  The  owner  shall  also  notify  the  Regional 
Director  in  writing,  within  48  hours  of  the 
sale  of  the  catch  of  the  vessel,  of  the  total 
quantity  of  fish  landed  and  the  gross  sales 
price  and  the  quantity  of  settlement  fish 
landed  and  the  total  price  received  for  such 
settlement  fish  and  shall  supply  a  copy  of  a 
settlement  sheet  which  accurately  reflects 
the  selling  price  of  the  catch  and  each  species 
(to  the  extent  species  are  separately  sold) 
and  the  distribution  thereof. 

4.  (a)  In  the  event  that  the  quantity  of 
settlement  fish  taken  on  a  trip  exceeds  20 
percent  (the  quantity  permitted),  the  owner 
shall  deposit  with  the  Regional  Director  a 
sum  representing  20  percent  of  the  value  to 
the  owner  of  the  excess  settlement  fish  over 
that  amount  permitted. 

(b)  The  value  to  the  owner  of  excess  set¬ 
tlement  fish  on  each  voyage  during  the  period 
shall  be  computed  by  determining  the  value 
of  the  haddock  taken  in  excess  of  the  amount 
permitted  by  paragraph  4  on  the  basis  of  the 
average  price  received  for  all  settlement  fish 
on  the  trip. 

6.  The  Regional  Director  shall  maintain  a 
record  of  the  quantity  of  all  fish  Including 


settlement  fish  taken  by  the  vessel,  and  the 
maximum  amount  of  settlement  fish  per¬ 
mitted  by  the  regulations  for  each  trip  com¬ 
pleted  during  the  period  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  1.  At  the  end  of  such  period,  the 
Regional  Director  shall  compute  the  total 
quantity  of  settlement  fish  taken  during  the 
period  and  the  total  amount  of  settlement 
fish  permitted  by  regulation  during  that  pe¬ 
riod,  which  is  the  sum  of  the  maximum 
quantities  of  settlement  fish  permitted  by 
paragraph  4  for  each  trip  during  the  period. 

6.  If  the  total  quantity  of  settlement  fish 
taken  during  the  period  is  equal  to  or  less 
than  the  total  amount  permitted,  the  entire 
amount  deposited  shall  be  returned  to  the 
owner. 

7.  (a)  If  the  total  quantity  of  settlement 
fish  taken  during  the  period  exceeds  the 
total  amount  permitted  during  the  period, 
the  Regional  Director  shall  retain  from  the 
amounts  deposited  during  the  period  a  sum 
representing  the  net  value  to  the  owner  of 
the  total  net  quantity  of  excess  settlement 
fish  for  the  period  and  shall  return  the  re¬ 
mainder  to  the  owner. 

(b)  The  amount  retained  by  the  Regional 
Director  shall  be  determined  by : 

(1)  Subtracting  the  total  quantity  of  set¬ 
tlement  fish  permitted  during  the  period 
from  the  total  quantity  of  settlement  fish 
actually  taken  during  the  period. 

(2)  Multiplying  the  quantity  of  excess  set¬ 
tlement  fish  by  the  average  unit  price  ac¬ 
tually  received  by  the  vessel  for  settlement 
fish  on  a  trip  for  which  a  deposit  was  made 
pursuant  to  paragraph  4(a) . 

8.  (a)  Fishing  voyages  of  a  duration  of 
fours  days  or  less  shall  be  excluded  from  the 
computations  provided  herein  unless  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director  determines  that  the  trip  is  a 
bona  fide  fishing  trip  and  not  taken  princi¬ 
pally  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  total 
quantity  of  settlement  fish  which  might  be 
taken  during  the  period. 

(b)  A  fishing  voyage  in  respect  of  which 

the  settlement  fish  on  board  exceeds _ 

percent  by  weight  of  all  fish  on  board  caught 
in  the  settlement  area  shall  not  be  Included 
in  the  calculations  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
6  and  7  of  this  agreement,  but  the  owner 
agrees  to  forfeit  to  the  Regional  Director  the 
value  to  the  owner  of  the  excess  quantity  of 
settlement  fish  wtlh  respect  to  that  vessel. 
The  amount  of  the  forfeiture  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  as  in  paragraph  4. 


Vessel  Owner 


Date 

United  States  of  America,  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Administrator,  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Administration. 

By:  — - . 

Regional  Director,  Northeast  Re¬ 
gion,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service 


Date 

[FR  Doc.76-12926  Filed  6-1 6-76;  8: 45  am] 
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proposed  rules 

This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  Issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  917  ] 

•  FRESH  PEARS,  PLUMS,  AND  PEACHES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Container  and  Pack  Regulation 

This  notice  invites  written  comment 
relative  to  a  proposed  amendment  that 
would  continue  Peach  Regulation  5 
(§  917.436;  40  FR  19633)  indefinitely. 
Said  regulation  will  expire  on  June  21, 
1975,  unless  extended.  The  regulation 
specifies  certain  container  marking  and 
pack  requirements  for  all  interstate  ship¬ 
ments  of  fresh  California  peaches  and  is 
effective  under  the  marketing  agreement 
and  Order  No.  917. 

The  proposed  amendment  was  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Peach  Commodity  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  which  regulate  the  handling  of 
fresh  pears,  plums,  and  peaches  grown 
in  California.  This  is  a  regulatory  pro¬ 
gram  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UJS.C.  601-674). 

All  persons  who  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  for  consideration 
in  connection  with  Peach  Regulation  5, 
as  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  6,  1975,  (40  FR  19633)  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  published  herein,  shall 
file  the  same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Room  112A,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  June  2,  1975. 
All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Under  the  proposal,  the  provisions  of 
§  917.436(b)  preceding  subparagraph  (1) 
thereof  (40  FR  19633)  would  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  917.436  Peach  Regulation  5. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(b>  On  and  after  May  7,  1975,  no 
handler  shall  handle  any  package  or 
container  of  any  variety  of  peaches  ex¬ 
cept  in  accordance  with  the  following 
terms  and  conditions:  *  •  * 

»  #  •  *  * 

Dated:  May  13,  1975. 

Charles  R.  Bhadbr, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service, 

[FR  Doc.76-12916  Filed  6-16-76:6:45  am] 


[  7  CFR  Part  930  ] 

CHERRIES  GROWN  IN  MICHIGAN,  NEW 
YORK,  WISCONSIN,  PENNSYLVANIA, 
OHIO,  VIRGINIA,  WEST  VIRGINIA,  AND 
MARYLAND 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  notice  invites  comments  relative 
to  proposed  amendment  of  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  established  pursuant  to  Market¬ 
ing  Order  No.  930.  Such  amendment 
would  prescribe  a  minimum  grade  for 
reserve  pool  cherries,  establish  a  uniform 
handler  charge  for  processing,  freezing, 
and  the  first  30  days  storage  of  such 
cherries  and  set  a  uniform  storage  charge 
for  each  additional  month  of  storage. 

Said  rules  and  regulations  (Subpart — 
Rules  and  Regulations,  7  CFR  Part  930.- 
101-930.161)  currently  are  in  effect  pur¬ 
suant  to  Marketing  Order  No.  930  (7 
CFR  Part  930),  regulating  the  handling 
of  cherries  grown  in  Michigan,  New  York, 
Wisconsin,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Maryland.  This  is  a 
regulatory  program  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

This  proposed  amendment  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  was  unanimously  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Cherry  Administrative 
Board,  established  under  said  order  as 
the  agency  to  administer  the  terms  and 
provisions  thereof.  It  proposes  that  re¬ 
serve  pool  cherries  meet  at  least  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  U.S.  Grade  B  (§§  52.801- 
52.812  of  this  title).  It  proposes  that 
growers  compensate  handlers  at  the  rate 
of  8.36  cents  plus  the  cost  of  sugar,  as  of 
June  23,  1975,  for  each  pound  of  reserve 
pool  cherries  received  as  raw  unpitted 
cherries  and  processed  into  the  form 
of  5  plus  1  frozen  cherries  (five  pounds 
of  raw  pitted  cherries  combined  with  one 
pound  of  sugar)  packed  in  new  30-pound 
containers  and  for  the  first  30  days 
storage  in  a  suitable  storage  facility.  It 
would  also  set  a  handler  fee  of  6.0  cents 
per  container  per  month  for  storage 
thereafter  of  such  cherries. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  shall  file  the  same,  in 
quadruplicate,  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  112,  Administration  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later  than 
June  16,  1975.  All  written  submissions 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b>>. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  as  follows: 
1.  Paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  §  930.104 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


§  930.104  Reserve  pool  requirements. 
***** 

(c)  Such  cherries,  for  each  handler 
who  freezes  cherries,  shall  reflect  not 
less  than  the  overall  grade,  quality,  and 
condition  of  the  total  frozen  production 
of  said  handler:  Provided,  That  not  less 
than  50  percent  of  said  reserve  pool 
cherries  shall  grade  not  lower  than  U.S. 
Grade  “A”  and  the  remainder  not  lower 
than  U.S.  Grade  MB”  (§§52.801-52.812 
of  this  title)  unless  otherwise  exempted 
by  the  Board. 

(d)  Such  cherries,  for  each  handler 
who  does  not  freeze  cherries  and  there¬ 
fore  obtains  reserve  cherries  from  an¬ 
other  handler  who  does  freeze  cherries, 
shall  reflect  not  less  than  the  overall 
grade,  quality,  and  condition  of  the  total 
frozen  production  of  the  handler  who 
freezes  such  cherries:  Provided,  That  not 
less  than  50  percent  of  said  reserve  pool 
cherries  shall  grade  not  lower  than  U.S. 
Grade  “A”  and  the  remainder  not  lower 
than  U.S.  Grade  “B”  (§§  52.801-52.812  of 
this  title)  unless  otherwise  exempted  by 
the  Board. 

2.  Section  930.158  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  930.138  Handler  compensation  charge. 

(a)  During  the  fiscal  period  ending 
April  30. 1976,  each  handler  shall  be  com¬ 
pensated,  as  provided  by  §  930.58,  by  pro¬ 
ducers  having  an  Interest  in  the  reserve 
pooL  or  their  successors  in  interest: 

(1)  At  the  rate  of  $0.0836  (8.36  cental 
plus  the  cost  of  sugar  as  of  June  23, 17975 
(based  on  the  manufacturers’  price  as 
averaged  from  three  quotations,  two  of 
which  shall  be  for  beet  sugar  f .o.b.  Mich¬ 
igan  factories,  and  one  for  cane  sugar 
f.oi).  New  York)  for  each  pound  of  re¬ 
serve  pool  cherries  received  as  raw  un¬ 
pitted  cherries  and  processed  the 
form  of  5  plus  1  frozen  cherries  (five 
pounds  of  raw  pitted  cherries  combined 
with  one  pound  of  sugar)  packed  in  new 
30-pound  capacity  metal  cans  or  any 
other  30  pound  capacity  containers  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Board,  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  §  930.104(a)  of  this  subpart,  and  • 
for  storage  in  a  suitable  freezer  storage 
facility  for  30  days  from  the  date  the  re¬ 
serve  pool  cherries  are  placed  in  such 
storage  facility;  and 

(2)  At  the  rate  of  6  cents  per 

for  storage  thereafter  in  a  suitable 
freezer  storage  facility. 

Dated:  May  13,  1975. 

Charles  R.  Braocr, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.7 5-1 2914  Filed  5-16-75;8 :4»  am] 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-RM-10J 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
which  would  alter  the  transition  area  at 
West  Yellowstone,  Montana. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Park  Hill  Station, 
P.O.  Box  7213,  Denver,  Colorado  80207. 
All  communications  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  16,  1975,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  10455  E.  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010. 

An  instrument  landing  system  (ELS) 
is  being  Installed  to  serve  Runway  01  at 
Yellowstone  Airport,  West  Yellowstone, 
Montana.  Revised  approach  procedures 
have  been  developed  and  transition 
routes  established  based  on  the  Targhee 
NDB  at  the  outer  marker  site.  It  is 
necessary  to  alter  controlled  airspace  at 
West  Yellowstone  to  protect  aircraft 
using  this  new  navigational  facility. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace  ac¬ 
tion: 

§  71.181  [Amended] 

In  71.181  (40  FR  441)  the  description 
of  the  West  Yellowstone,  Mont.,  tran¬ 
sition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

West  Yellowstone,  Mont. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  6  miles  west 
and  9.6  miles  east  of  the  026°  and  206°  bear¬ 
ings  from  the  Targhee,  Montana  LOM  (lati¬ 
tude  44°34'33"  N,  longitude  111°11'48''  W), 
extending  from  18  miles  northeast  to  18.6 
miles  southwest  of  the  LOM;  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1200  feet  above  the 
surface  within  6  miles  each  side  of  the  209” 
bearing  from  the  LOM  extending  from  the 
LOM  to  41.6  miles  southwest  of  the  LOM, 
and  6  miles  each  side  of  the  304°  bearing 
from  the  LOM  extending  from  the  LOM  to 
the  east  edge  of  V343;  that  airspace  extend¬ 
ing  upward  from  10,700  MSL  within  a  29- 
jnile  radius  of  the  Targhee  LOM  extending 
clockwise  from  the  081°  bearing  from  the 


LOM  to  5  miles  east  of  the  236°  bearing  from 
the  LOM  and  within  6  miles  each  side  of  the 
236°  bearing  from  the  LOM  extending  from 
the  LOM  to  60  miles  southwest  of  the  LOM; 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  12,000 
MSL  within  a  35-mile  radius  of  the  Targhee 
LOM  extending  clockwise  from  the  026° 
bearing  from  the  LOM  to  the  081°  bearing 
from  the  LOM;  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
wards  from  13,000  MSL  within  a  36-mlle 
radius  of  the  Targhee  LOM  extending  clock¬ 
wise  from  the  316°  bearing  to  the  026°  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  LOM,  excluding  that  portion 
that  overlies  V343.  This  transition  area  Is 
effective  during  the  specific  dates  and  times 
established  In  advance  by  a  Notice  to  Air¬ 
men.  The  effective  date  and  time  will  there¬ 
after  be  continuously  published  In  the  Air¬ 
man’s  Information  Manual. 


(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968,  as  amended  (49  US.C.  1348(a)),  and 
of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  US.C.  1665(c) )  ) 


Issued  in  Aurora,  Colorado,  on  May  19, 
1975. 


M.  M.  Martin, 

Director, 

Rocky  Mountain  Region. 
(FR  Doc.76-12868  Filed  6-15-75;8:46  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-49) 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Tri-City,  Tenn.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  June  16,  1975,  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch.  Any 
data,  views  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  645,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Tri-City  transition  area  described 
in  §  71.181  (40  F.R.  441)  would  be 
amended  as  follows: 

“•  *  •  Virginia  Highlands  Airport  •  •  •” 
would  be  deleted  and  "•  •  •  Virginia  High¬ 
lands  Airport;  within  an  8.6-mlle  radius  of 
Hawkins  County  Airport,  Rogersvllle,  Tenn. 
(latitude  36°27'27''  N.,  longitude  82°63'05" 
W.)  •  •  *”  would  be  substituted  therefor. 

The  proposed  alteration  is  required  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 


IFR  operations  at  Hawkins  County  Air¬ 
port.  A  prescribed  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  this  airport;  utilizing  the 
Rogersville  (private)  Nondirectional  Ra¬ 
dio  Beacon,  is  proposed  in  conjunction 
with  the  alteration  of  this  transition 
area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
US.C.  1656(c)).) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  May  8, 
1975. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region . 

|FR  Doc  75-12869  Filed  5-16-76:8:45  am] 


1 14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-RM-13] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  is 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  alter  the  transition  area  at  Lara¬ 
mie,  Wyoming. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Park  Hill  Station, 
P.O.  Box  7213,  Denver,  Colorado  80207. 
All  communications  received  within  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views,  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  10455  E. 
25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010. 

On  April  18,  1975,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  F.R. 
17248)  amending  the  transition  area  at 
Laramie,  Wyoming.  Subsequent  to  the 
publication  of  the  final  rule  and  prior 
to  the  effective  date  of  the  amendment, 
procedures  were  revised  which  would 
standardize  the  procedure  turn  altitude 
and  the  minimum  holding  altitude  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  VOR  RWY  12  SLAP. 
Additional  700-foot  transition  area  is  re¬ 
quired  to  accommodate  the  revised 
procedures. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action: 

In  8  71.181  (40  F.R.  441)  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  Laramie,  Wyoming 
transition  area,  as  amended  by  Docket 
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75-RM-6  (40  F.R.  17248),  is  further 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
700  feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9- 
mile  radius  of  General  Brees  Field, 
Laramie,  Wyoming  (Lat.  41°18'50"N, 
Long.  105°40'25"W) ;  within  5.5  miles 
south  and  9.5  miles  north  of  the  Laramie, 
Wyoming  VORTAC  301'  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  9-mile  radius  area  to  18.5 
miles  northwest  of  the  VORTAC  and 
within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  Laramie 
VORTAC  126°  radial  extending  from  the 
9-mile  radius  area  to  21  miles  southeast 
of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended.  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and 
of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1855(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Aurora,  Colorado,  on  May 
16.  1975. 

M.  M.  Martin, 

Director, 

Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-12870  Filed  5-1 5-75; 8: 43  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-CE-6] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  is 
considering  amending  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  desig¬ 
nate  a  transition  area  at  Neodesha, 
Kansas. 

Interested  pesrons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  Attention:  Chief.  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Federal  Building,  601  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  June 
16,  1975  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal  con¬ 
ferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106. 

A  new  public-use  instrument  approach 
procedure  has  been  established  for  the 
Neodesha  Municipal  Airport,  Neodesha, 
Kansas.  Consequently,  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  this  new  approach 
procedure  by  designating  a  700-foot 
transition  area  at  Neodesha,  Kansas. 


PROPOSED  RULES 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  5  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Neodesha,  Kansas 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6>^  mile 
radius  of  the  Neodesha,  Kansas  Municipal 
Airport,  excluding  that  portion  which  co¬ 
incides  with  the  Parsons,  Kansas  transition 
area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  UJS.C.  1348),  and  of  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
April  18, 1975. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 
Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-12871  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Parts  25  and  121  ] 

[Docket  No.  9611;  Notice  No.  76-3A] 

SMOKE  EMISSION  FROM  COMPARTMENT 

INTERIOR  MATERIALS  IN  TRANSPORT 

CATEGORY  AIRPLANES 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposed  in  Notice  75-3,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  12,  1975 
(40  FR  6506) ,  to  amend  Parts  25  and  121 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to 
establish  standards  for  the  smoke  emis¬ 
sion  characteristics  of  compartment  in¬ 
terior  materials  used  in  transport  cate¬ 
gory  airplanes.  It  was  indicated  in  No¬ 
tice  75-3  that  comments  received  on  or 
before  May  12,  1975,  would  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Administrator  before  tak¬ 
ing  action  on  the  proposed  rules. 

By  letter  dated  May  5,  1975,  Peter  M. 
Nemkov,  Esq.,  on  behalf  of  the  Society 
of  the  Plastics  Industry,  Inc.  (SPI),  a 
trade  association,  requested  a  30-day  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  provided  in  Notice  75-3 
for  the  submission  of  comments  in  order 
that  the  SPI  position,  with  respect  to  cer¬ 
tain  areas  of  the  proposed  rules,  could 
be  fully  coordinated  with  its  member¬ 
ship.  In  view  of  the  technical  experience 
'  of  the  SPI  members,  some  of  which  are 
aircraft  compartment  material  manu¬ 
facturers,  the  FAA  believes  that  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  of  time  should  be 
granted. 

I  find  that  the  petitioner  has  shown 
a  substantive  interest  in  the  proposed 
rules,  that  good  cause  exists  for  the  ex¬ 
tension,  arid  that  the  extension  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
(14  CFR  11.45),  the  time  within  which 
comments  on  Notice  75-3  will  be  re¬ 
ceived  is  extended  to  June  11, 1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  9, 
1975. 

Richard  P.  Sktxlly, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-12867  Filed  5-15-76; 8:46  am] 
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Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  Board 
[49  CFR  Part  177] 

[Docket  No.  HM-110;  Notice  No.  75-6| 

USE  OF  CATALYTIC  HEATERS  IN  CERTAIN 

MOTOR  VEHICLES.  AND  REPAIRS  TO 

VEHICLES  IN  CLOSED  BUILDINGS 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

On  December  2,  1974,  the  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulations  Board  (The 
Board)  published  Amendments  Nos.  173- 
87  and  177-31  under  Docket  HM-110  (39 
FR  41741).  One  portion  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  pertained  to  the  use  of  catalytic 
heaters  in  the  cargo  compartment  of  a 
motor  vehicle  transporting  flammable 
liquids  or  flammable  compressed  gases. 
The  revision  authorizes  use  of  catalytic 
heaters  in  these  motor  vehicles  if  guards 
are  installed  to  keep  the  cargo  at  least 
one  foot  away  from  the  heater.  The 
amendment  was  to  become  effective  April 
1, 1975,  but  those  sections  covered  by  this 
notice  were  postponed  until  October  1, 
1975  (40  FR  12269). 

After  the  revision  was  issued,  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  was  received 
from  Cargo  Safe,  Inc.,  a  manufacturer 
of  catalytic  heaters,  containing  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statement: 

We  believe  the  wording  as  It  currently 
exists  does  not  deal  adequately  with  the 
temperature  problem  and  can  allow  for 
dangerous  catalytic  heaters  to  be  produced 
even  though  they  conform  to  the  present 
requirements. 

Specifically,  the  petitioner  seeks  the 
addition  of  a  limitation  upon  the  tem¬ 
perature  that  may  be  reached  on  the 
outside  surface  of  a  catalytic  heater  used 
in  the  cargo  compartment  of  a  vehicle 
transporting  flammable  liquids  or  flam¬ 
mable  compressed  gases.  Petitioner  cited 
tests  of  a  prototype  heater,  with  guards 
12  inches  away  from  the  heater,  which 
allowed  the  outside  skin  temperature  of 
the  guard  to  reach  284*  F. 

After  reviewing  the  data  submitted 
in  support  of  the  petition,  the  Board 
has  concluded  that  the  petitioner’s  con¬ 
tention  has  merit.  Accordingly,  the  Board 
proposes  to  add  to  paragraph  (1)  of 
§  177.834  a  limit  to  the  maximum  tem¬ 
perature  permitted  on  the  outside  surface 
of  a  catalytic  heater  which  is  used  in 
the  cargo  compartment  of  motor  vehicles 
transporting  flammable  liquids  or  flam¬ 
mable  gases.  However,  the  Board  has  not 
removed  the  requirement  for  the  guard 
on  the  heater  as  the  petitioner  sug¬ 
gested  because  the  guard  affords  protec¬ 
tion  against  damage  to  packages  com¬ 
ing  in  contact  with  the  heater.  The  Board 
further  believes  that  a  catalytic  heater 
needs  to  be  marked  so  carriers  will  know 
if  the  heater  complies  with  these  re¬ 
quirements.  Therefore,  the  Board  is  pro¬ 
posing  that  “Meets  DOT  Requirements’* 
be  marked  on  the  heaters  as  a  manufac¬ 
turer’s  certification  that  the  heater  com¬ 
plies  with  the  requirements  of  S  177.834 
(1). 

Upon  further  consideration,  the  Board 
believes  that  catalytic  heaters  should  not 
be  lighted  or  used  in  the  cargo  compart¬ 
ment  of  a  motor  vehicle  containing  flam¬ 
mable  liquids  or  flammable  gases  If  any 
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flame  Is  present  cm  the  catalyst  or  visible 
anywhere  in  the  heater.  Such  a  restric¬ 
tion  is  proposed  to  be  added  to  S  177.834 

(1)  along  with  a  requirement  that  cata¬ 
lytic  heater  manufacturers  place  a  sign 
on  each  heater  warning  of  this  danger. 

The  Board  also  received  a  letter  from 
Phillips  Petroleum  Company  concerning 
the  §  177.854(g)  amendment  being  differ¬ 
ent  from  what  was  proposed  in  the  notice. 
After  further  review,  it  appears  that  the 
preamble  did  not  clearly  explain  the  ra¬ 
tionale  behind  the  final  amendment,  and 
that  S  177.854(g)  as  amended  does  not 
clearly  state  the  Board’s  intent.  There¬ 
fore,  what  follows  is  a  further  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  Board’s  decision  and  a  pro¬ 
posed  editorial  revision  of  the  section. 

Prior  to  this  rule  making,  §  177.854(g) 
contained  a  blanket  prohibition  against 
a  vehicle  containing  any  hazardous  ma¬ 
terial  being  in  a  closed  garage  for  re¬ 
pairs.  In  response  to  a  petition,  the  Board 
proposed  that  this  prohibition  be  lifted 
provided  certain  conditions  existed  in  the 
closed  garage.  The  proposed  restriction 
was  without  regard  to  any  particular 
class  of  hazardous  material.  Following  a 
review  of  comments  submitted,  the  Board 
decided  that  vehicles  containing  material 
which  posed  an  inherent  fire  or  explo¬ 
sion  danger,  i.e.,  explosives,  flammable 
liquids  or  gases,  should  not  be  in  a  closed 
garage  for  repairs  or  maintenance  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  added  conditions.  There¬ 
fore,  the  amendment  was  written  to  allow 
vehicles  containing  hazardous  materials, 
with  certain  exceptions,  to  be  in  a  closed 
garage  for  repairs.  This  decision  was  a 
compromise  between  the  original  blanket 
prohibition  and  the  proposed  relaxation 
without  regard  to  type  of  material  on 
the  vehicle.  The  Board  is  also  proposing 
a  definition  for  a  closed  building  for 
purposes  of  $  177.854(g). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  in 
49  CFR  177.834,  paragraph  (1)  would  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  177.834  General  requirement*. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(1)  Use  of  cargo  heaters  with  explosives 
and  flammable  commodities — (1)  Flam¬ 
mable  liquids  and  flammable  gases.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  paragraphs  (1)(2) 
and  (1)(3)  of  this  section,  a  flammable 
liquid  or  a  flammable  gas  must  not  be 
loaded  into  a  truck  body  or  a  trailer  con¬ 
taining  a  combustion  heater,  or  equipped 
with  operable  automatic  temperature 
control  equipment.  Fuel  tanks  for  auto¬ 
matic  temperature  control  equipment 
must  be  emptied  or  removed  from  the 
vehicle,  except  that  liquefied  petroleum 
gas  fuel  tanks  exterior  to  the  vehicle  body 
may  have  their  valves  closed  and  dis¬ 
connected  from  the  fuel  feed  lines  in¬ 
stead  of  being  emptied  or  removed. 

(2)  Exceptions  for  catalytic  heaters. 
Flammable  liquids  and  flammable  gases 
may  be  loaded  into  or  transported  in  the 
same  cargo  space  of  a  truck  body  or 
trailer  containing  an  operating  catalytic 
heater  provided — 

(i)  Guards  are  installed  to  prevent  any 
cargo  from  being  closer  than  30.05  cm 
(12  Inches)  to  the  heater; 


(ii)  The  heater  is  designed  so  that  no 
part  of  the  catalytic  heater  or  its  guard, 
which  may  come  into  contact  with  the 
cargo,  will  reach  a  temperature  over 

130°  F.  (55°  C.) ; 

(iii)  There  is  no  flame  on  the  catalyst 
or  anywhere  in  the  heater: 

(iv)  The  heater  is  marked  “DO  NOT 
LOAD  INTO  OR  USE  IN  CARGO  COM¬ 
PARTMENT  CONTAINING  FLAM¬ 
MABLE  LIQUIDS  OR  GASES  IF  FLAME 
IS  VISIBLE  ON  CATALYST  OR  IN 
HEATER :  ”  and 

(v)  The  heater  is  marked  “MEETS 
DOT  REQUIREMENTS.”  This  marking 
will  be  considered  a  certification  that  the 
heater  was  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  this  section. 

(3)  Exception  for  certain  automatic 
temperature  control  equipment.  A  flam¬ 
mable  liquid  or  a  flammable  gas  may  be 
transported  in  a  vehicle  equipped  with 
automatic  temperature  control  equip¬ 
ment  if,  (i)  any  electrical  apparatus  in 
the  cargo  compartment  is  of  the  non¬ 
sparking  or  explosion-proof  type,  (ii) 
no  combustion  apparatus  is  in  the  lad¬ 
ing  space:  and  (iii)  there  is  no  connec¬ 
tion  for  return  of  air  from  the  lading 
space  to  any  combustion  apparatus.  The 
heating  system  must  prevent  heating 
of  any  part  of  the  lading  to  a  tempera¬ 
ture  of  more  than  130°  F.  (55°  C.)  and 
must  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
i  393.77  of  this  title. 

(4)  Explosives.  An  explosive  may  not 
be  loaded  into  a  truck  body  or  trailer 
which  contains  a  combustion  heater  in¬ 
cluding  a  catalytic  heater,  or  is  equipped 
with  operable  automatic  temperature 
control  equipment.  All  fuel  tanks  for  a 
heater  or  automatic  temperature  control 
equipment  with  which  a  truck  body  or 
trailer  is  equipped  must  be  drained.  All 
automatic  heating  or  refrigeration  ma¬ 
chinery  must  be  rendered  inoperative 
by  disconnection  of  the  automatic  con¬ 
trols  and  sources  of  power  for  its 
operation. 

•  »  *  *  • 

In  49  CFR  177.854,  paragraph  (g) 
would  be  revised  to  read  as  follows : 

§  177.854  Disabled  vehicles  and  broken 
or  leaking  packages ;  repairs. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(g)  Repairs  and  maintenance  to  ve¬ 
hicles.  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(h)  of  this  section,  no  maintenance  or 
repair  using  open  flame  or  any  type  of 
welding  may  be  performed  on  vehicles 
containing  flammable  liquids,  flammable 
gases,  oxidizers,  or  explosives. 

(1) A  vehicle  containing  explosives  or 
a  cargo  tank  containing  a  flammable 
liquid  or  a  flammable  gas  (regardless  of 
quantity)  may  not  be  Inside  a  closed 
building  for  repairs  or  maintenance. 

(2)  A  vehicle  containing  hazardous 
materials  (other  than  one  containing 
explosives  or  a  cargo  tank  containing 
a  flammable  liquid  or  a  flammable  gas) 
may  be  inside  a  closed  building  for  re¬ 
pairs  or  maintenance  provided — 

(i)  There  is  no  flame- producing  or 
welding  device  in  operation  within  the 
same  enclosed  area  of  the  building;  and 


(ii)  The  vehicle  has  an  operable 
means  of  motive  power  or  is  connected 
to  an  operable  truck  or  truck  tractor  to 
facilitate  its  quick  removal  from  the 
building. 

(3)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  a 
closed  building  is  any  structure  having 
a  roof  and  at  least  three  side  walls,  in¬ 
cluding  any  roll-up,  sliding,  or  swing- 
out  doors. 


*  *  *  •  * 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  give 
their  views  on  these  proposals.  Com¬ 
munications  should  identify  the  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  Secretary,  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulations  Board,  Department  of 
Transportation,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Communications  received  on  or  before 
July  15,  1975  will  be  considered  before 
final  action  is  taken  on  these  proposals. 
All  comments  received  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulations  Board,  room  6215 
Trans  Point  Building,  Second  and  V 
Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  both 
before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
is  issued  under  the  authority  of  the 
Transportation  of  Explosives  Act  (18 
U.S.C.  831-835),  and  Section  6  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655). 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  9, 
1975. 


Robert  A.  Kate, 
Board  Member  for  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration. 


[FR  Doc.75-12908  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
1 49  CFR  Part  552  ] 

(Docket  No.  75-12;  Notice  1] 
PETITION  PROCEDURES 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

This  notice  proposes  a  new  regulation 
specifying  the  requirements  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  petitions  for  rulemaking,  and 
petitions  for  the  commencement  of  de¬ 
fect  or  noncompliance  proceedings,  in 
accordance  with  section  124  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act,  15  U.S.C.  1410a.  It  also  describes 
the  procedures  the  NHTSA  would  follow 
in  acting  upon  the  petition. 

Section  124  of  the  Act  was  enacted 
as  part  of  the  Motor  Vehicle  and  School- 
bus  Safety  Amendments  of  1974.  It  pro¬ 
vides  that  “Any  interested  person  may 
file  with  the  Secretary  a  petition  re¬ 
questing  him  (1)  to  commence  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  respecting  the  issuance  of  an 
order  pursuant  to  section  103  or  to  com¬ 
mence  a  proceeding  to  determine 
whether  to  issue  an  order  pursuant  to 
section  152(b)  of  this  Act.”  Section  103 
is  the  basic  authority  for  the  issuance 
of  motor  vehicle  safety  standards.  Sec¬ 
tion  152(b)  is  the  provision,  also  enacted 
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as  part  of  the  1974  Amendments,  for  a 
determination  by  the  agency  of  a  non- 
compliance  with  a  safety  standard  or  a 
defect  related  to  motor  vehicle  safety. 
Section  124  also  provides  that  “Within 
120  days  after  filing  of  a  petition  •  •  •, 
the  Secretary  shall  either  grant  or  deny 
the  petition.”  A  denial  must  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  Federal  Register  notice 
stating  the  reasons  for  the  action. 

The  NHTSA  receives  several  thousand 
communications  per  year,  the  great  ma¬ 
jority  of  which  are  intended  simply  to 
inform  the  agency  of  a  problem  encoun¬ 
tered  by  the  sender,  to  request  informa¬ 
tion,  or  to  make  informal  suggestions. 
Since  the  1974  Amendments  provide  a 
deadline  for  agency  action  on  petitions 
for  rulemaking  or  for  defect  or  non- 
compliance  determinations,  and  require 
Federal  Register  notices  for  any  dis¬ 
position  other  than  the  commencement 
of  the  action  requested,  it  is  important 
that  guidelines  be  established  to  clarify 
what  incoming  documents  are  to  be 
treated  as  petitions.  This  agency  has  no 
intention  of  raising  obstacles  to  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  petitions,  and  will  liberally 
construe  the  requirements  for  petition¬ 
ers  who  attempt  to  meet  them.  At  the 
same  time,  in  light  of  the  considerable 
technical  and  legal  effort  required  to 
make  and  Implement  a  decision  on  each 
petition,  it  is  important  that  “petition 
treatment”  be  limited  to  those  docu¬ 
ments  actually  intended  by  the  sender 
to  be  petitions  and  receive  formal  dis¬ 
position  by  the  agency.  Communications 
that  do  not  qualify  as  petitions  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  treated  under  the  regular 
NHTSA  correspondence  procedures. 

A  petition  would  be  required  to  be 
written  in  English,  have  a  heading  that 
Includes  the  word  “Petition,”  and  con¬ 
tain  the  name  and  address  of  the  pe¬ 
titioner.  The  regulation  would  also  re¬ 
iterate  the  statutory  requirements  that 
the  document  “set  forth  facts  which  it 
is  claimed  establish  that  an  order  is 
necessary.”  and  “set  forth  a  brief  de¬ 
scription  of  the  substance  of  the  order 
which  it  is  claimed  should  be  issued.” 
The  regulation  would  provide  that  the 
petition  should  be  addressed  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  at  the  usual  address.  Mis¬ 
addressed  petitions  would  not  be  denied 
petition  treatment,  but  the  120-day  pe¬ 
riod  would  not  begin  to  run  until  the 
petition  has  been  discovered  and  iden¬ 
tified  as  such. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  petition,  the  con¬ 
cerned  Associate  Administrator  (usually 
the  Associate  Administrator  for  Motor 
Vehicle  Programs)  would  conduct  a  tech¬ 
nical  review  to  determine  whether  there 
is  a  reasonable  possibility  that  the  re¬ 
quested  order  would  be  issued  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  required  proceedings 
(either  for  rulemaking  or  defect  or  non- 
compliance  determinations) .  This  review 
might  consist  solely  of  a  review  of  in- 
house  information,  or  it  also  might  in¬ 
clude  some  collection  of  other  informa¬ 
tion,  such  as  from  the  manufacturer  of 
a  vehicle  with  an  alleged  defect.  Reflect¬ 


ing  the  statute,  the  proposed  procedures 
would  allow  an  informal  public  hearing 
at  this  stage,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
agency. 

On  the  basis  of  the  technical  review, 
the  Administrator  or  his  delegate  would 
decide  whether  there  is  a  reasonable  pos¬ 
sibility  of  positive  action,  and  grant  or 
deny  the  petition  accordingly,  within  the 
120-day  statutory  period.  If  the  subject 
of  a  granted  petition  were  rulemaking,  a 
rulemaking  proceeding  would  promptly 
be  initiated  according  to  regular  NHTSA 
procedures.  If  the  subject  were  a  safety- 
related  defect  or  a  noncompliance  with 
the  safety  standards,  the  proceeding 
would  commence  with  an  investigation 
by  the  agency’s  Office  of  Defects  Investi¬ 
gation  or  Office  of  Standards  Enforce¬ 
ment  respectively.  In  either  case,  of 
course,  the  ultimate  disposition  of  the 
matter  would  depend  on  all  the  informa¬ 
tion  and  views  developed  during  the  rule- 
making  or  investigatory  proceedings.  The 
grant  of  the  petition  would  only  deter¬ 
mine  the  initiation  of  those  proceedings. 
A  denial  would  be  noticed  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  with  reasons,  within  30 
days  of  the  decision. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  proposed 
that  a  new  Part  552,  Petitions  for  Rule- 
making,  Defect,  and  Noncompliance  Or¬ 
ders,  be  added  to  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  to  read  as  set  forth 
below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  8afety  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies  be 
submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However,  the 
rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at  any 
time  after  that  date,  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too  late 
for  consideration  in  regard  to  the  action 
will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for  future 
rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  continue 
to  file  relevant  material  as  it  becomes 
available  in  the  docket  after  the  closing 
date,  and  it  is  recommended  that  inter¬ 
ested  persons  continue  to  examine  the 
docket  for  new  material. 

Comment  clpsing  date:  June  16,  1975. 

Proposed  effective  date:  June  16, 1975, 

(Sec.  103,  110,  124,  152,  Pub.  L.  85-563,  80 
Stat.  718  (16  US.C.  1302,  1407,  1410a,  1412); 
delegations  of  authority  at  40  CFR  1.51  and 
49  CFR  601  A) 

Issued  on  May  13, 1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 


PART  552— PETITIONS  FOR  RULEMAK¬ 
ING,  DEFECT.  AND  NONCOMPLIANCE 
ORDERS 

Sec. 

652.1  Scope. 

552.2  Purpose. 

552.3  General. 

552.4  Requirements  for  petition. 

552.5  Improperly  filed  petitions. 

552.6  Technical  review. 

552.7  Public  hearing. 

552.8  Determination  whether  to  commence 

a  proceeding. 

552.0  Grant  of  petition. 

552 . 10  Denial  of  petition. 

§  552.1  Scope. 

This  part  establishes  procedures  for 
the  submission  and  disposition  of  peti¬ 
tions  filed  by  interested  persons  pursuant 
to  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehi¬ 
cle  Safety  Act  and  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Information  and  Cost  Savings  Act,  to 
initiate  rulemaking  or  to  make  a  deter¬ 
mination  that  a  motor  vehicle  or  item  of 
replacement  equipment  does  not  comply 
with  an  applicable  Federal  motor  vehicle 
safety  standard  or  contains  a  defect 
which  relates  to  motor  vehicle  safety. 

§  552.2  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  enable 
the  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  identify  and  respond  on 
a  timely  basis  to  petitions  for  rulemak¬ 
ing  or  defect  or  noncompliance  deter¬ 
minations,  and  to  inform  the  public  of 
the  procedures  following  in  response  to 
such  petitions. 

§  552.3  General. 

Any  Interested  person  may  file  with 
the  Administrator  a  petition  requesting 
him  (1)  to  commence  a  proceeding  re¬ 
specting  the  Issuance,  amendment,  or 
revocation  of  a  motor  vehicle  safety 
standard,  or  (2)  to  commence  a  proceed¬ 
ing  to  determine  whether  to  issue  an 
order  concerning  the  notification  and 
remedy  of  a  failure  of  a  motor  vehicle 
or  item  of  replacement  equipment  to 
comply  with  an  applicable  motor  vehi¬ 
cle  safety  standard  or  of  a  defect  in  such 
vehicle  or  equipment  that  relates  to  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle  safety. 

§  552.4  Requirements  for  petition. 

A  petition  filed  under  this  part  should 
be  addressed  and  submitted  to:  Admin¬ 
istrator,  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Each  petition 
filed  under  this  part  must — 

(a)  Be  written  in  the  English  lan¬ 
guage; 

(b)  Have,  preceding  its  text,  a  heading 
that  includes  the  word  “Petition”; 

(c)  Set  forth  facts  which  it  is  claimed 
establish  that  an  order  is  necessary; 

(d)  Set  forth  a  brief  description  of  the 
substance  of  the  order  which  it  is  claimed 
should  be  issued;  and 

(e)  Contain  the  name  and  address  of 
the  petitioner. 

§  552.5  Improperly  filed  petitions. 

(a)  A  petition  that  is  not  addressed 
as  specified  in  $  552.4,  but  that  meets  the 
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other  requirements  of  that  section,  will 
be  treated  as  a  properly  filed  petition, 
received  as  of  the  time  it  is  discovered 
and  identified. 

(b)  A  document  that  fails  to  conform 
to  one  or  more  of  the  requirements  of 
E  552.4  (a)  through  (e)  will  not  be  treated 
as  a  petition  under  this  part.  Such  a  doc¬ 
ument  will  be  treated  according  to  the 
existing  correspondence  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  procedures  of  the  NHTSA,  and 
any  suggestions  contained  in  it  will  be 
considered  at  the  discretion  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  or  his  delegate. 

§  552.6  Technical  review. 

The  appropriate  Associate  Administra¬ 
tor  conducts  a  technical  review  of  the 
petition,  to  determine  whether  there  is 
a  reasonable  possibility  that  the  re¬ 
quested  order  will  be  issued  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  appropriate  proceeding. 
The  technical  review  may  consist  of  an 
analysis  of  the  material  submitted,  to¬ 
gether  with  information  already  in  the 
possession  of  the  agency,  or  it  may  also 
include  the  collection  of  additional  in¬ 
formation,  or  a  public  hearing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  552.7. 

§  552.7  Public  bearing. 

If  the  Associate  Administrator  decides 
that  a  public  meeting  on  the  subject  of 
the  petition  would  contribute  to  the  de¬ 
termination  whether  to  commence  a  pro¬ 
ceeding,  he  issues  a  notice  of  public  meet¬ 
ing  for  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  to  advise  interested  persons  of  the 
time,  place,  and  subject  matter  of  the 
public  meeting  and  invite  their  partici¬ 
pation.  Interested  persons  may  submit 
their  views  and  evidence  through  oral  or 
written  presentation,  or  both.  There  will 
be  no  cross  examination  of  witnesses.  A 
transcript  of  the  proceedings  will  be 
kept  and  exhibits  may  be  accepted  as 
part  of  the  transcript.  Sections  556  and 
557  of  Title  5,  United  States  Code,  do  not 
apply  to  hearings  held  under  this  part. 
The  Chief  Counsel  designates  a  member 
of  his  staff  to  serve  as  legal  officer  at 
the  meeting. 

§  552.8  Determination  whether  to  com¬ 
mence  a  proceeding. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  technical  re¬ 
view,  the  Administrator  or  his  delegate 
determines  whether  there  is  a  reasonable 
possibility  that  the  order  requested  in 
the  petition  will  be  issued  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  appropriate  proceeding. 
If  such  a  reasonable  possibility  is  found, 
the  petition  is  granted.  If  it  is  not  found, 
the  petition  is  denied.  In  either  event, 
the  petitioner  is  notified  of  the  grant  or 
denial  not  more  than  120  days  after  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  petition  by  the  NHTSA. 

§  552.9  Grant  of  petition. 

(a)  If  a  petition  for  rulemaking  with 
respect  to  a  motor  vehicle  safety 
standard  is  granted,  a  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  promptly  commenced  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  applicable  NHTSA  and 
statutory  procedures.  The  granting  of 
such  a  petition  and  the  commencement 
of  a  rulemaking  proceeding  does  not 
signify,  however,  that  the  rule  in  ques¬ 


tion  win  be  issued.  A  decision  as  to  the 
issuance  of  the  rule  Is  made  on  the  basis 
of  all  available  information  developed  in 
the  course  of  the  rulemaking  proceeding, 
in  accordance  with  statutory  criteria. 

(b>  If  a  petition  with  respect  to  a 
noncompliance  or  a  defect  is  granted,  a 
proceeding  to  determine  the  existence  of 
the  noncompliance  or  defect  is  promptly 
commenced  by  the  initiation  of  an  in¬ 
vestigation  by  the  Office  of  Standards 
Enforcement  or  the  Office  of  Defects  In¬ 
vestigation,  as  appropriate. 

§  552.10  Denial  of  petition. 

If  a  petition  is  denied,  a  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  notice  of  the  denial  Is  Issued  within 
30  days  of  the  denial,  setting  forth  the 
reasons  for  denial  of  the  petition. 

[FR  Doc.75-12931  Filed  5-15-75;  8: 45  amj 

FEDERAL  LABOR  RELATIONS 
COUNCIL 

[5  CFR  Parts  2411  and  2413  ] 

REVIEW  FUNCTIONS  OF  THE  COUNCIL 
AND  CRITERIA  FOR  DETERMINING 
COMPELLING  NEED  FOR  AGENCY  POL¬ 
ICIES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Labor  Relations  Council,  pursuant  to 
section  4(b)  of  Executive  Order  11491,  as 
amended,  is  considering  the  adoption  of 
revised  rules  governing  the  review  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Council  and,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  11(a)  of  the  Order,  Is  considering 
the  adoption  of  rules  to  establish  illus¬ 
trative  criteria  for  determining  when  a 
compelling  need  exists  for  internal 
agency  policies  or  regulations  concerning 
personnel  policies  and  practices  and  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  working  conditions,  within 
the  meaning  of  section  11(a)  of  the  order. 

A  draft  of  the  proposed  rules  is  set  out 
below  as  Parts  2411  and  2413  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  XIV  of  Title  5  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  These 
Parts  describe  requirements  and  proce¬ 
dures  for  filing  appeals  to  the  Council, 
the  criteria  for  determining  compelling 
need,  and  the  manner  in  which  the  coun¬ 
cil  will  process  appeals,  including  issu¬ 
ance  of  its  decisions. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  views 
and  suggestions  in  writing  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director,  Federal  Labor  Relations 
Council,  1900  E  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20415.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  June  6,  1975  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  the  Council  takes  final 
action  on  the  proposed  rules. 


PART  2411— REVIEW  FUNCTIONS  OF 
THE  COUNCIL 

Subpart  A  Canaral  Provision* 

Sec. 

2411.1  Scope. 

2411.2  Coverage. 

2411.3  Definition*. 

2411.4  Policy  questions. 

Sub  part  B — Rawlaw  of  Decisions  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary 

24U.11  Purpose. 

2411.12  Considerations  governing  review. 


Sec. 

2411.13  Who  may  file  a  petition;  time  limits 
for  filing;  opposition;  service. 

241 1 14  Content  of  petition. 

2411.15  Council  action  on  acceptance. 

2411.16  Piling  of  briefs;  Assistant  Secretary 

as  a  party. 

2411.17  Determinations  of  negotiability. 

2411.18  Council  decision;  compliance  ac¬ 

tions. 

Subpart  C — Review  of  Negotiability  Issues 
241 121  Purpose. 

2411.22  Conditions  governing  review. 

2411 .23  Who  may  file  a  petition. 

241 1 .24  Time  limits  for  filing. 

2411 .25  Content  of  petition;  service. 

241126  Position  of  the  agency;  time  limits 

for  filing. 

241127  Referral  by  the  Federal  Service  Im¬ 
passes  Panel. 

241128  Council  decision. 

Subpart  D — Review  of  Arbitration  Awards 

2411.31  Purpose. 

241 1 .32  Considerations  governing  review. 

241 1 33  Who  may  file  a  petition;  time  limits 

for  filing;  opposition;  service. 

2411.34  Content  of  petition. 

2411.35  Council  action  on  acceptance. 

241 1 .36  Filing  of  briefs. 

2411.37  Council  decision. 

Subpart  E — General  Requirements 

2411.41  Interlocutory  appeals. 

2411.42  Approval  of  submission. 

2411.43  Place  and  method  of  filing;  ac¬ 

knowledgement. 

2411.44  Number  of  copies.  , 

2411.45  Time  limits;  computation;  exten¬ 

sion;  waiver. 

2411.46  Service;  statement  of  service. 

2411.47  Stay  of  decision  or  award;  requests; 

criteria. 

2411.48  Oral  argument. 

2411.49  Amicus  curiae. 

2411.50  Transfer  of  record. 

2411.51  Matters  not  previously  presented; 

judicial  notice. 

2411.52  Other  documents. 

24 1 1 .53  Advisory  opinions. 

241134  Distribution  of  Council  decisions. 

Authoritt:  5  TJ.S.C.  3301,  7301;  E.O.  11491, 
3  CFR  1969  Comp.,  p.  191,  34  TR  17605;  as 
amended  by  E.O.  11016,  8  CFR  1971  Comp.,  p. 
191,  36  FR  17319;  E.O.  11636,  3  CFR  1971 
Comp,  p.  232,  36  FR  24901;  and  by  E.O.  11838, 
40  FR  5743  and  7391. 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 

§  2411.1  Scope. 

This  part  sets  forth  the  procedures 
undo*  which  the  Council,  as  provided  in 
section  4(c)  of  the  order,  will  review  de¬ 
cisions  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  issued 
pursuant  to  section  6  of  the  order,  nego¬ 
tiability  issues  as  provided  in  section 
11(c)  of  the  order,  and  arbitration 
awards  under  the  order. 

§  2411.2  Coverage. 

This  part  applies  to  employees,  agen¬ 
cies,  and  labor  organizations  covered  by 
the  order  and  for  purposes  of  E  2411.49 
to  other  interested  persons. 

§  2411.3  Definition*. 

In  this  part — 

(a)  ’“Order”  means  Executive  Order 
11491  of  October  29,  1969,  entitled 
“Labor-Management  Relations  in  the 
Federal  Service,**  as  amended  by  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11616  of  August  26,  1971,  by 
Executive  Order  11636  of  December  17, 
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1971,  and  by  Executive  Order  11838  of 
February  6,  1975. 

(b)  “Executive  Director”  means  the 
Executive  Director  of  the  Council. 

(c)  “Party”  means  any  person,  em¬ 
ployee,  labor  organization,  or  agency  that 
participated  as  a  party — 

(1)  In  a  matter  that  was  decided  by 
the  Assistant  Secretary  under  section  6 
of  the  order;  or 

(2)  In  a  matter  that  was  decided  by 
an  agency  head  under  section  11(c)  of 
the  order;  or 

(3)  In  a  matter  where  the  award  of  an 
arbitrator  was  issued  under  the  order. 

(d)  “Assistant  Secretary”  means  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for  Labor- 
Management  Relations,  except  that  in 
matters  arising  under  section  6(a)  of  the 
order  involving  the  Department  of  Labor, 
It  means  the  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission. 

<e)  "Primary  national  subdivision”  of 
an  agency  means  a  first-level  organiza¬ 
tional  segment  which  has  functions  na¬ 
tional  in  scope  that  are  implemented  in 
field  activities. 

(f )  Terms  defined  in  the  order  are  used 
in  this  part  with  the  meaning  attached 
to  them  in  the  order. 

§  2411.4  Policy  questions. 

Notwithstanding  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  this  part,  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  or  the  Panel  may  refer  for  review 
and  decision  or  general  ruling  by  the 
Council  any  case  involving  a  major  policy 
issue  that  arises  in  a  proceeding  before, 
either  of  them.  Any  such  referral  shall 
be  in  writing  and  a  copy  of  such  referral 
shall  be  served  on  all  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Before  decision  or  general  rul¬ 
ing,  the  Council  shall  obtain  the  views  of 
the  parties  and  other  interested  persons, 
orally  or  in  writing,  as  it  deems  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate. 

Subpart  B — Review  of  Decisions  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary 

§  2411.11  Purpose. 

This  subpart,  together  with  Subpart  E, 
sets  forth  the  procedures  under  which 
the  Council  will  review  decisions  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  issued  pursuant  to 
section  6  of  the  order. 

§  2411.12  Considerations  governing  re¬ 
view. 

A  petition  for  review  of  a  decision  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  is  not  a  matter 
of  right,  but  of  discretion,  and,  subject  to 
the  requirements  of  this  part,  will  be 
granted  only  where  there  are  major 
policy  Issues  present  or  where  it  appears 
that  the  decision  was  arbitrary  and 
capricious. 

§  2411.13  Who  may  file  a  petition;  time 
limit  for  filing;  opposition;  service. 

(a)  Any  party  aggrieved  by  a  final  de¬ 
cision  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  may 
petition  the  Council  for  review. 

(b)  The  time  limit  for  filing  is  30  days 
from  the  date  of  the  decision. 

(c)  An  opposition  to  Council  accept¬ 
ance  of  a  petition  for  review  may  be 
filed  by  any  party  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  the  petition. 


<d)  A  copy  of  the  petition  for  review 
and  of  any  opposition  to  acceptance  shall 
be  served  by  the  filing  party  simultane¬ 
ously  on  the  other  parties  and  on  the 
Assistant  Secretary. 

§  2411.14  Content  of  petition. 

A  petition  must  be  a  dated,  self-con¬ 
tained  document  enabling  the  Council  to 
rule  on  acceptance  for  review  on  the 
basis  of  its  content  without  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  recourse  to  the  record.  The  peti¬ 
tion  must  contain: 

(a)  A  concise  statement  of  the  grounds 
on  which  review  is  requested; 

(b)  A  summary  of  the  evidence  or  rul¬ 
ings  bearing  on  the  Issues,  together  with 
a  summary  of  the  arguments;  and 

(c)  A  copy  of  the  decision  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  which  is  being  appealed 
Including  a  copy  of  any  decision,  deter¬ 
mination,  report,  or  recommendation  is¬ 
sued  at  an  earlier  stage  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  and  considered  in  his  decision. 

§  2411.15  Council  action  on  acceptance. 

The  Council  shall  review  the  petition 
and,  if  50  percent  or  more  of  its  members 
determine  that  the  matter  should  be  con¬ 
sidered,  the  petition  will  be  accepted.  The 
Council  shall  promptly  notify  the  par¬ 
ties  whether  the  petition  has  been  ac¬ 
cepted  or  rejected. 

§  2411.16  Filing  of  briefs;  Assistant 
Secretary  as  a  party. 

(a)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
the  notice  by  the  Council  to  the  parties 
that  the  petition  1s  accepted  for  review, 
the  parties  may  file  briefs  with  the  Coun¬ 
cil  (with  specific  references  to  the  per¬ 
tinent  documents  and,  where  applicable, 
with  citations  of  authorities)  which  shall 
be  served  on  the  other  parties. 

(b)  Where  the  Council  grants  review, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  may,  at  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  intervene  and  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding. 

§  2411.17  Determinations  of  negotiabil¬ 
ity. 

(a)  Notwithstanding  the  procedures 
of  this  subpart,  the  Council,  as  provided 
in  this  section,  will  review  a  decision  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  wherein  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  make  a  negotiabil¬ 
ity  determination  in  order  to  resolve  the 
merits  of  an  unfair  labor  practice  com¬ 
plaint  resulting  from  an  alleged  unilat¬ 
eral  change  in  established  personnel 
policies  or  practices  or  matters  affecting 
working  conditions. 

(b)  A  petition  for  review  of  a  decision 
wherein  such  a  negotiability  determina¬ 
tion  is  made  by  the  Assistant  Secretary 
may  be  filed  by  the  party  subject  to  an 
adverse  ruling  under  section  11(d)  of  the 
order. 

(c)  The  time  limit  for  filing  is  30  days 
from  the  date  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary’s  decision. 

(d)  A  copy  of  the  petition  shall  be 
served  simultaneously  on  the  other  party 
and  on  the  Assistant  Secretary. 

(e)  A  petition  for  review  shall  be  dated 
and  shall  contain  the  following ; 

(1)  A  full  and  detailed  statement  of 
the  aggrieved  party’s  position  Including 


reasons  for  disagreeing  with  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary’s  decision  as  to  whether  a 
matter  is  negotiable  under  the  order, 
without  regard  to  the  limitations  in 
§  2411.51. 

(2)  A  copy  of  pertinent  documentary 
material  including  a  copy  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary’s  decision  and  a  copy  of 
any  decision,  determination,  report,  or 
recommendation  issued  at  an  earlier 
stage  in  the  proceeding  and  considered 
in  his  decision. 

(f)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of  a 
petition  for  review  of  a  decision  wherein 
a  negotiability  determination  is  made  by 
the  Assistant  Secretary,  the  other  party 
shall  file  a  full  statement  of  its  position 
on  any  matters  relevant  to  the  petition 
which  it  wishes  the  Council  to  consider 
in  reaching  its  decision. 

(g)  The  Assistant  Secretary  may,  at 
his  discretion,  intervene  and  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding. 

(h)  The  Council  shall  give  petitions 
filed  under  this  section  priority  consid¬ 
eration. 

(i)  Subject  to  the  requirements  of  this 
section,  the  Council  shall  issue  its  de¬ 
cision  sustaining,  setting  aside  in  whole 
or  in  part,  or  remanding  that  portion  of 
the  decision  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
wherein  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  make 
a  negotiability  determination. 

§  2411.18  Council  decision;  compliance 
actions. 

(a)  A  decision  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  be  sustained  unless  it  is  arbi¬ 
trary  and  capricious  or  inconsistent  with 
the  purposes  of  the  order. 

(b)  The  Council  shall  issue  its  decision 
on  the  case  sustaining,  enforcing,  modi¬ 
fying,  and  enforcing  as  so  modified,  set¬ 
ting  aside  in  whole  or  in  part,  or  re¬ 
manding  the  decision  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary. 

(c)  The  Council  has  the  overall  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  assure  compliance  with 
the  Executive  order  and  decisions  ren¬ 
dered  thereunder.  However,  the  Council 
shall  first  remand  the  action  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  purposes  of  com¬ 
pliance  consistent  with  its  decision,  with¬ 
out  limitation  on  the  power  of  the  Coun¬ 
cil.  If  the  Assistant  Secretary  finds  the 
necessary  action  for  compliance  has  not 
been  taken,  the  matter  shall  revert  to  the 
Council  for  appropriate  action. 

Subpart  C — Review  of  Negotiability  Issues 
§2411.21  Purpose. 

.  This  subpart,  together  with  Subpart 
E,  sets  forth  the  procedures  under  which 
the  Council  will  review  negotiability 
issues  as  provided  in  section  11(c)  of  the 
order. 

§  2411.22  Conditions  governing  review. 

(a)  The  Council  will  consider  a  nego¬ 
tiability  issue  under  the  conditions  pre¬ 
scribed  by  section  11(c)  (4)  of  the  order, 
namely:  If,  in  connection  with  negotia¬ 
tions,  the  head  of  an  agency  (or  his 
designee)  has  determined  that  a  proposal 
is  contrary  to  law,  regulation,  or  the 
order  and  therefore  not  negotiable,  a 
labor  organization  may  appeal  to  the 
Council  for  a  decision  when — 
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(1)  It  disagrees  with  the  agency  head’s 
determination  that  the  proposal  would 
violate  applicable  law,  regulation  of  ap¬ 
propriate  authority  outside  the  agency, 
or  the  order ;  or 

(2)  It  believes  that  the  agency’s  regu¬ 
lations,  as  interpreted  by  the  agency 
head,  violate  applicable  law,  regulation 
of  appropriate  authority  outside  the 
agency,  or  the  order,  or  are  not  otherwise 
applicable  to  bar  negotiations  under  sec¬ 
tion  11(a)  of  the  order  because  they  do 
not  meet  the  criteria  established  in  Part 
2413  or  because  they  were  not  issued  at 
the  agency  headquarters  level  or  at  the 
level  of  a  primary  national  subdivision. 

(b)  The  Council  will  review  a  labor 
organization’s  appeal  challenging  an 
agency  head’s  determination  that  an  in¬ 
ternal  agency  regulation  bars  negotiation 
only  if  the  labor  organization  has  first 
requested  an  exception  to  the  regulation 
from  the  agency  head  and  that  request 
has  been  denied  or  has  not  been  acted 
upon  within  the  time  limits  prescribed  by 
$  2411.24. 

§  2411.23  Who  may  file  a  petition. 

(a)  A  petition  for  review  of  a  nego¬ 
tiability  issue  may  be  filed  by  a  labor 
organization  which  is  a  party  to  the 
negotiations. 

(b)  An  appeal  challenging  an  agency 
regulation  on  grounds  of  failure  to  meet 
criteria  established  in  Part  2413  or  issu¬ 
ance  below  the  agency  headquarters  or 
primary  national  subdivision  level  may 
be  filed  only  by  the  national  president 
of  a  labor  organization  (or  his  designee) 
or  the  president  of  a  labor  organization 
not  affiliated  with  a  national  organiza¬ 
tion  (or  his  designee). 

§  2411.24  Time  limits  for  filing. 

(a)  The  time  limit  for  filing  is  30  days 
from  the  date  of  the  agency  head’s  de¬ 
termination;  provided,  however,  that  for 
appeals  involving  internal  agency  reg¬ 
ulations  asserted  as  a  bar  to  negotiations 
the  time  limit  shall  be  extended  15  days 
for  requesting  an  exception  to  an  agency 
regulation  under  $  2411.22(b)  and  15  days 
for  an  agency  head  to  act  upon  such  re¬ 
quest  for  an  exception. 

(b)  Review  of  a  negotiability  issue 
may  be  requested  by  a  labor  organiza¬ 
tion  under  this  subpart  without  a  prior 
determination  by  the  agency  head,  if  the 
agency  head  has  not  made  a  decision 

(1)  Within  45  days  after  a  party  to 
the  negotiations  initiates  referral  of  the 
issue  for  determination,  in  writing, 
through  prescribed  agency  channels;  or 

(2)  Within  15  days  after  receipt  by  the 
agency  head  of  a  written  request  for 
such  determination  following  referral 
through  prescribed  agency  channels,  or 
following  direct  submission  if  no  agency 
channels  are  prescribed. 

§  2411.25  Content  of  petition;  service. 

A  petition  for  review  shall  be  dated  and 
shall  contain  the  following: 

(a)  A  statement  setting  forth  the 
matter  proposed  to  be  negotiated  as  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  agency  head  for  deter¬ 
mination. 


(b)  A  copy  of  all  pertinent  material 
including  the  agency  head’s  determina¬ 
tion  on  the  proposal,  the  labor  organiza¬ 
tion’s  request  for  an  exception  if  required 
by  S  2411.22(b) ,  the  agency  head’s  denial 
of  an  exception,  and  other  relevant 
documentary  material. 

(c)  A  full  and  detailed  statement  of 
the  labor  organization’s  position  and 
reasons  for: 

(1)  Disagreeing  with  the  agency  head’s 
determination  that  the  proposal  would 
violate  applicable  law,  regulation  of  ap¬ 
propriate  authority  outside  the  agency, 
or  the  order;  or 

(2 )  Believing  that  the  agency’s  regula¬ 
tions,  as  interpreted  by  the  agency  head, 
violate  applicable  law,  regulation  of  ap¬ 
propriate  authority  outside  the  agency, 
or  the  order,  or  are  not  otherwise  ap¬ 
plicable  to  bar  negotiations  under  sec¬ 
tion  11(a)  of  the  order.  The  statement 
shall  cite  the  particular  section  of  any 
law,  regulation,  or  the  order  believed  to 
be  violated  by  the  agency’s  regulations  or 
shall  explain  the  grounds  for  contending 
the  agency  regulations  fail  to  meet  the 
criteria  established  in  Part  2413  or  the 
required  level  of  issuance  of  such  regula¬ 
tions  under  section  11(a)  of  the  order. 

(d)  A  copy  of  the  petition  shall  be 
served  simultaneously  on  the  other  party. 

§2411.26  Position  of  the  agency;  time 
limits  for  filing. 

Within  30  days  from  the  date  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  of  a  negotiability  issue 
the  agency  shall  file  a  full  statement  of 
its  position  on  any  matters  relevant  to 
the  petition  which  it  wishes  the  Council 
to  consider  in  reaching  its  decision. 

§  2411.27  Referral  by  the  Federal  Serv¬ 
ice  Impasses  Panel. 

(a)  Notwithstanding  the  procedures 
of  this  subpart,  except  S  Til  1.22,  when 
the  Panel  finds  that  a  negotiability  issue 
is  impeding  the  resolution  of  a  negotia¬ 
tion  impasse,  the  Panel  may  refer  the 
negotiability  issue  to  the  Council  for 
decision. 

(b)  A  referral  by  the  Panel  shall  con¬ 
tain: 

(1)  The  matter  proposed  to  be  nego¬ 
tiated  as  submitted  to  the  agency  head 
for  determination; 

(2)  The  agency  head’s  determination 
thereon,  the  labor  organization’s  request 
for  an  exception  if  required  by  $  2411.22 
(b) ,  and  the  agency  head’s  denial  of  an 
exception: 

(3)  Statements  of  position  from  each 
party  with  supporting  evidence  and  ar¬ 
gument;  and 

(4)  Any  other  appropriate  documents 
of  record. 

(c)  The  Panel  may  refer  a  negotiabil¬ 
ity  issue  for  decision  by  the  Council  at 
any  time  during  its  consideration  of  a 
negotiation  impasse. 

(d)  The  Council  will  give  such  refer¬ 
rals  priority  consideration. 

§  2411.28  Council  decision. 

Subject  to  the  requirements  of  this 
part,  the  Council  shall  issue  its  decision 
sustaining  or  setting  aside  in  whole  or  in 


part,  or  remanding  the  agency  head’s 
determination. 

Subpart  D — Review  of  Arbitration  Awards 
§2411.31  Purpose. 

This  subpart,  together  with  Subpart  E, 
sets  forth  the  procedures  under  which 
the  Council  will  review  arbitration 
awards  under  the  order. 

§  2411.32  Considerations  governing  re¬ 
view. 

The  Council  will  grant  a  petition  for 
review  of  an  arbitration  award  only 
where  it  appears,  based  upon  the  facts 
and  circumstances  described  in  the  peti¬ 
tion,  that  the  exceptions  to  the  award 
present  grounds  that  the  award  violates 
applicable  law,  appropriate  regulation, 
or  the  order,  or  other  grounds  similar 
to  those  upon  which  challenges  to  ar¬ 
bitration  awards  are  sustained  by  courts 
in  private  sector  labor-management  re¬ 
lations.  The  Council  will  not  consider 
exceptions  to  an  advisory  arbitration 
award. 

§  2411.33  Who  may  file  a  petition;  time 
limits  for  filing;  opposition;  service. 

(a)  Any  party  aggrieved  by  an  ar¬ 
bitration  award  may  petition  the  Coun¬ 
cil  for  review. 

(b)  The  time  limit  for  filing  is  30  days 
from  the  date  of  the  award. 

(c)  An  opposition  to  Council  accept¬ 
ance  of  a  petition  for  review  may  be  filed 
by  any  party  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  the  petition. 

(d)  A  copy  of  the  petition  shall  be 
served  simultaneously  on  the  other 
party. 

§  2411.34  Content  of  petition. 

A  petition  must  be  a  dated,  self-con¬ 
tained  document  enabling  the  Council  to 
rule  on  acceptance  for  review  on  the 
basis  of  its  content  without  necessity  of 
recourse  to  the  record.  The  petition 
must  contain: 

(a)  A  concise  statement  of  the 
grounds  on  which  review  is  requested; 

(b)  A  summary  of  the  evidence  or  rul¬ 
ings  bearing  on  the  Issues,  together  with 
a  summary  of  the  arguments;  and 

(c)  A  copy  of  the  award  of  the  arbi¬ 
trator  and  other  pertinent  documents. 

§  2411.35  Council  action  on  acceptance. 

The  Council  shall  review  the  petition 
and,  if  50  percent  or  more  of  its  mem¬ 
bers  determine  that  the  matter  should 
be  considered,  the  petition  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted.  The  Council  shall  promptly 
notify  the  parties  whether  the  petition 
has  been  accepted  or  rejected. 

§  2411.36  Filing  of  briefs. 

Within  30  days  from  the  date  of  the 
notice  by  the  Council  to  the  parties  that 
the  petition  is  accepted  for  review,  the 
parties  may  file  briefs  with  the  Council 
(with  specific  reference  to  the  pertinent 
documents  and,  where  applicable,  with 
citations  of  authorities)  which  shall  be 
served  on  the  other  parties. 
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§  2411.37  Council  decision. 

(a)  An  award  of  an  arbitrator  shall  be 
modified,  set  aside  in  whole  or  in  part, 
or  remanded  only  on  grounds  that  the 
award  violates  applicable  law,  appro¬ 
priate  regulation,  or  the  order,  or  other 
grounds  similar  to  those  applied  by  the 
courts  in  private  sector  labor-manage¬ 
ment  relations. 

(b)  The  Council  shall  issue  its  decision 
sustaining,  modifying,  setting  aside  in 
whole  or  in  part,  or  remanding  the 
award. 

Subpart  E — General  Requirements 
§  2411.41  Interlocutory  appeals. 

There  shall  be  no  Interlocutory  ap¬ 
peals.  The  Council  will  not  consider  a 
petition  for  review  until  a  final  decision 
or  award  has  been  rendered. 

§  2411.42  Approval  of  submission. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  2411.23(b) ,  the 
Council  shall  consider  a  petition  from 
an  agency  or  labor  organization  only 
when  the  head  of  the  agency  (or  his  des¬ 
ignee),  or  the  national  president  of  the 
labor  organization  (or  his  designee) ,  or 
the  president  of  a  labor  organization  not 
affiliated  with  a  national  organization 
(or  his  designee),  as  appropriate,  has 
approved  submission  of  the  petition. 

§  2411.43  Place  and  method  of  filing; 
acknowledgment. 

(a)  A  document  submitted  to  the 
Council  pursuant  to  this  part  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Executive  Director,  Fed¬ 
eral  Labor  Relations  Council,  1900  E 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20415. 

(b)  Documents  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Council  by  registered  mail,  by  certified 
mail,  or  in  person. 

(c)  A  return  post  office  receipt  may 
serve  as  acknowledgement  of  receipt  by 
the  Council.  The  Council  will  otherwise 
acknowledge  receipt  of  documents  filed 
only  when  the  filing  party  so  requests 
and  includes  an  extra  copy  of  the  docu¬ 
ment  which  the  Council  will  date  stamp 
upon  receipt  and  return.  If  return  is  to 
be  made  by  mail,  the  filing  party  shall 
include  a  self-addressed,  stamped  en¬ 
velope  for  the  purpose. 

§  2411.44  Number  of  copies. 

Unless  otherwise  provided  by  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director,  any  document  filed  with 
the  Council  under  this  part,  together  with 
any  enclosure  filed  therewith,  shall  be 
submitted  in  an  original  and  three  copies. 

§2411.45  Time  limits;  computation; 
extension;  waiver. 

(a)  When  a  time  limit  for  filing  is 
established  under  this  part,  the  docu¬ 
ment  must  be  received  in  the  office  of  the 
Council  before  the  close*  of  business  of 
the  last  day  of  the  time  limit. 

(b)  In  computing  any  period  of  time 
prescribed  or  allowed  by  this  part,  the 
day  of  the  act,  event,  or  default  from 
or  after  which  the  designated  period  of 
time  begins  to  run  shall  not  be  included; 
but  the  last  day  of  the  period  so  computed 
shall  be  included,  unless  it  is  a  Satur¬ 
day,  Sunday,  or  Federal  legal  holiday,  in 
which  event  the  period  shall  run  until 


the  end  of  the  next  day  which  is  not  a 
Saturday,  Sunday,  or  Federal  legal  hol¬ 
iday.  Also,  when  a  period  of  time  pre¬ 
scribed  or  allowed  is  7  days  or  less,  inter¬ 
mediate  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Fed¬ 
eral  legal  holidays  shall  be  excluded  in 
the  computation. 

(c)  Any  request  for  the  reconsideration 
of  a  decision  of  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
the  award  of  an  arbitrator,  or  the  de¬ 
termination  of  an  agency  head  shall  not 
operate  to  extend  the  time  limits  estab¬ 
lished  in  this  part. 

(d)  The  Executive  Director  may  ex¬ 
tend  any  time  limit  provided  in  this  part 
for  good  cause  shown,  and  shall  notify 
the  parties  of  any  such  extension.  Re¬ 
quests  for  extensions  of  time  shall  be 
filed  in  writing  5  days  in  advance  of  the 
established  time  limit  for  filing,  shall 
state  the  position  of  other  parties  on  the 
request  for  extension,  and  shall  be  served 
simultaneously  on  the  other  parties. 

(e)  The  Executive  Director  may  waive 
any  expired  time  limit  in  this  part  in 
extraordinary  circumstances.  Requests 
for  waiver  of  time  limits  shall  state  the 
position  of  other  parties  on  the  request 
for  waiver  and  shall  be  served  simul¬ 
taneously  on  the  other  parties. 

§  2411.46  Service;  statement  of  service. 

(a>  Any  party  filing  a  document  as 
provided  in  this  part  is  responsible  for 
simultaneously  serving  a  copy  on  the 
other  parties  including  all  representa¬ 
tives  of  other  parties  who  entered  ap¬ 
pearances  in  the  subject  proceeding  be¬ 
fore  the  Assistant  Secretary,  the  agency 
head,  or  the  arbitrator,  as  the  case  may 
be,  and  on  any  interested  person  who  has 
been  granted  permission  by  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  to  present  written  and/or 
oral  argument  as  an  amicus  curiael. 

(b)  In  any  matter  involving  review 
of  a  decision  of  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  shall  be  served 
with  a  copy  of  all  documents  filed  with 
the  Council. 

(c)  Service  shall  be  made  by  registered 
or  certified  mail  or  in  person.  A  return 
post  office  receipt  or  other  written  re¬ 
ceipt  executed  by  the  party  or  person 
served  shall  be  proof  of  service. 

(d)  A  signed  and  dated  statement  of 
service  shall  be  submitted  at  the  time  of 
filing.  Statement  of  service  shall  include 
the  names  of  the  parties  and  persons 
served,  their  addresses,  the  nature  of  the 
document  served,  and  the  manner  in 
which  service  was  made. 

§  2411.47  Stay  of  decision  or  award; 
requests ;  criteria. 

(a)  A  request  for  a  stay  shall  be  en¬ 
tertained  only  in  conjunction  with  and 
as  a  part  of  a  petition  for  review  of  a 
decision  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  or  an 
award  of  an  arbitrator.  The  filing  of  a 
petition  for  review  shall  not  itself  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  stay  of  the  decision  or  award  in¬ 
volved  in  the  proceedings. 

(b)  Consistent  with  §  2411.41,  the 
Council  will  not  consider  a  request  for 
stay  unless  a  final  decision  or  award  has 
been  rendered. 

(c)  A  request  for  a  stay  of  a  decision 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  or  of  an  award 


of  an  arbitrator  shall  contain  a  full  state¬ 
ment  of  the  grounds  on  which  the  stay 
is  requested  and  shall  be  subject  to  the 
same  time  limits  for  filing  as.  those  estab¬ 
lished  with  respect  to  the  filing  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  of  such  decision  or  award. 

(d)  A  timely  request  for  a  stay  of  a 
final  decision  or  award  shall  operate  as 
a  temporary  stay  pending  a  decision  by 
the  Council  on  the  request  and  such 
temporary  stay  shall  be  deemed  effective 
from  the  date  of  the  decision  or  award 
which  is  stayed. 

(e)  A  request  for  stay  of  an  Assistant 
Secretary’s  decision  will  be  granted  only 
where  it  appears,  based  upon  the  facts 
and  circumstances  presented: 

(1)  In  a  representation  case,  that — 

(1)  There  is  a  strong  likelihood  of  suc¬ 
cess  on  the  merits  of  the  appeal; 

(ii)  In  the  absence  of  a  stay  the  appli¬ 
cant  will  suffer  irreparable  injury; 

(iii)  The  issuance  of  a  stay  will  not 
have  a  serious  adverse  effect  on  other 
parties  to  the  case;  and 

(iv)  The  public  interest  will  not  be 
harmed  by  the  grant  of  a  stay. 

(2)  In  an  unfair  labor  practice  case, 
that — 

(i)  There  is  a  reasonable  likelihood 
that  the  appeal  will  be  accepted  for  re¬ 
view;  and 

(ii)  A  careful  balancing  of  all  the 
equities,  including  the  public  interest, 
warrants  issuance  of  a  stay. 

(f )  A  request  for  stay  of  an  arbitrator's 
award  will  be  granted  only  where  it  ap¬ 
pears,  based  upon  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  presented  that: 

(1)  There  is  a  reasonable  likelihood 
that  the  petition  will  be  accepted  for 
review;  and 

(2)  A  careful  balancing  of  all  the 
equities,  including  the  public  interest, 
warrants  issuance  of  a  stay. 

(g)  A  request  for  a  stay  in  other  types 
of  cases  will  be  granted  only  where  it 
appears,  based  upon  the  facts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  presented,  that: 

(1)  There  is  a  reasonable  likelihood 
the  appeal  will  be  accepted  for  review; 
and 

(2)  A  careful  balancing  of  all  the  equi¬ 
ties,  including  the  public  interest,  war¬ 
rants  issuance  of  a  stay. 

§2411.48  Oral  argument. 

The  Council,  in  its  discretion,  may 
permit  oral  argument  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  and  conditions  as  it  deems 
appropriate.  Unless  otherwise  ordered,  a 
hearing  of  oral  argument  shall  be  open 
to  the  public. 

§2411.49  Amiens  curiae. 

Upon  petition  of  an  interested  person, 
a  copy  of  which  petition  shall  be  served 
on  the  parties,  and  as  the  Executive 
Director  deems  appropriate,  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  may  grant  permission  for 
the  presentation  of  written  and/or  oral 
argument  at  any  stage  of  the  proceedings 
by  an  amicus  curiae  and  the  parties 
shall  be  notified  of  such  action  by  the 
Council. 

§  2411.50  Transfer  of  record. 

Upon  request  by  the  Council,  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  or  the  appropriate 
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agency  shall  transfer  the  record  in  the 
case  to  the  Council. 

§2411.51  Matters  not  previously  pre¬ 
sented  ;  judicial  notice. 

Consistent  with  the  scope  of  review 
set  forth  in  this  part,  the  Council  will 
not  consider  evidence  offered  by  a  party, 
or  any  issue,  which  was  not  presented 
in  the  proceedings  before  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  an  agency  head,  or  an  arbi¬ 
trator.  The  Council  may,  however,  take 
judicial  notice  of  such  matters  as  would 
be  proper. 

§2411.52  Other  doc  uments. 

(a)  The  Executive  Director,  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  may  grant  leave  to  file  other 
documents  as  he  deems  appropriate. 

(b)  A  copy  of  such  other  documents 
shall  be  served  simultaneously  on  the 
other  parties  or  persons. 

§2411.53  Advisory  opinions. 

The  Council  shall  not  issue  advisory 
opinions. 

§  2411.54  Distribution  of  Council  deci¬ 
sions. 

Copies  of  decisions  by  the  Council  shall 
be  furnished  to  the  parties  and  other 
interested  persons  and  made  available  at 
the  office  of  the  Council. 


PART  2413— CRITERIA  FOR  DETERMIN¬ 
ING  COMPELLING  NEED  FOR  AGENCY 

POLICIES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Sec. 

^lS.l  Purpose. 

2413.2  Illustrative  criteria. 

Authority:  6  U.S.C.  3301,  7301;  E.O.  11491, 
3  CFR  1969  Comp.,  p.  191,  34  FR  17606;  as 
amended  by  E.O.  11616,  3  CFR  1971  Comp.,  p. 
191.  36  FR  17319;  E.O.  11636,  3  CFR  1971 
Comp.,  p.  232,  36  FR  24901;  and  by  E.O.  11838, 
40  FR  5743  and  7391. 

§  2413.1  Purpose. 

Section  11(a)  of  Executive  Order  11491 
of  October  29, 1969,  as  amended,  requires, 
among  other  things,  that  an  agency  and 
a  labor  organization  that  has  been  ac¬ 
corded  exclusive  recognition,  through 
appropriate  representatives,  shall  meet 
at  reasonable  times  and  confer  in  good 
faith  with  respect  to  personnel  policies 
and  practices  and  matters  affecting  work¬ 
ing  conditions,  so  far  as  may  be  appro¬ 
priate  under  applicable  published  agency 
policies  and  regulations  for  which  a  com¬ 
pelling  need  exists  under  criteria  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Federal  Labor  Relations 
Council  and  which  are  issued  at  the 
agency  headquarters  level  or  at  the  level 
of  a  primary  national  subdivision.  The 
purpose  of  this  part  is  to  establish  illus¬ 
trative  criteria  for  determining  when  a 
compelling  need  exists  for  an  agency  pol¬ 
icy  or  regulation  concerning  personnel 
policies  and  practices  and  matters  affect¬ 
ing  working  conditions,  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  section  11(a)  of  the  order. 

§  2413.2  Illustrative  criteria. 

A  compelling  need  exists  for  an  appli¬ 
cable  agency  policy  or  regulation  con¬ 
cerning  personnel  policies  and  practices 
and  matters  affecting  working  conditions 


when  the  policy  or  regulation  meets  one 
or  more  of  the  following  illustrative 
criteria: 

(a)  The  policy  or  regulation  is  essen¬ 
tial,  as  distinguished  from  helpful  or  de¬ 
sirable,  to  the  accomplishment  of  the 
mission  of  the  agency  or  the  primary  na¬ 
tional  subdivision; 

(b)  The  policy  or  regulation  is  essen¬ 
tial,  as  distinguished  from  helpful  or  de¬ 
sirable,  to  the  management  of  the  agency 
or  the  primary  national  subdivision; 

(c)  The  policy  or  regulation  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  insure  the  maintenance  of  basic 
merit  principles; 

(d)  The  policy  or  regulation  imple¬ 
ments  a  mandate  to  the  agency  or  pri¬ 
mary  national  subdivision  under  law  or 
other  outside  authority,  which  implemen¬ 
tation  is  essentially  nondiscretionary  in 
nature;  or 

(e)  The  policy  or  regulation  estab¬ 
lishes  personnel  policies  or  practices  or 
matters  affecting  working  conditions 
where  uniformity  is  required  for  equitable 
treatment  of  all  or  a  substantial  segment 
of  the  employees  of  the  agency  or  pri¬ 
mary  national  subdivision. 

For  the  Council. 

Henry  B.  Frazier  III, 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-12355  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
[  18  CFR  Parts  3,  260  ] 

[Docket  No.  R-472] 

REPORTING  FORM  69 

Alternate  Fuel  Demand  of  Direct  End  Use 

Customers  of  Interstate  Pipeline  Com¬ 
panies  Due  to  Natural  Gas  Curtailments; 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

May  12,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code  and  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  sections  4, 
5,  7.  8,  10,  14,  15  and  16  (52  Stat.  822, 
823,  824,  825,  826,  828,  829,  830;  56  Stat. 
83,  84;  61  Stat.  459;  76  Stat.  72  (15  U.S.C. 
717c  717d,  717f,  717g,  7171,  717m,  717n, 
717o) )  that  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  (FPC)  proposes  to  add  a  new  form 
which  is  to  be  filed  by  all  interstate  pipe¬ 
line  companies  subject  to  its  jurisdiction 
that  supply  natural  gas  directly  to  end- 
use  customers.  The  proposed  form  is  re¬ 
quired  in  order  to  determine  the  alter¬ 
nate  fuel  supplies  that  will  be  needed  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  those  end-use 
customers  who  will  not  be  able  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  satisfy  their  requirements  with 
natural  gas  due  to  the  imposition  of  in¬ 
creasing  levels  of  curtailment  upon  such 
customers  by  interstate  pipeline  com¬ 
panies  or  foreign  suppliers  of  natural  gas. 
In  order  to  obtain  this  information  the 
Commission  proposes  to  add  a  new 
§  260. — to  Part  260  Statements  and  Re¬ 
ports  ( Schedules )  of  Subchapter  G  Ap¬ 
proved  Forms,  Natural  Gas  Act  of  Chap¬ 
ter  1  of  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

The  Commission  in  its  Order  No.  523 
issued  in  Docket  No.  R-472  on  Febru¬ 
ary  6,  1975,  withheld  passing  upon  the 


inclusion  of  Schedule  IB  and  Schedule 
1C  in  FPC  Form  No.  16  in  deference  to 
numerous  comments  that  had  been  sub¬ 
mitted  by  interested  parties.  It  was 
noted  in  the  Order  that  the  com¬ 
ments  urged  postponement  of  any  action 
in  this  proceeding  until  agreement  was 
reached  among  the  Commission,  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  (FEA) 
and  the  National  Association  of  Regu¬ 
latory  Utility  Commissioners  (NARUC) 
on  expanded  information  desired  by  the 
FEA.  The  order  also  stated  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  would  be  renoticed  based  on 
such  changes.  A  Notice  of  Conference 
with  respect  to  the  formulation  of  ex¬ 
panded  data  collection  forms  was  issued 
on  February  12,  1975,  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  24, 
1975  (40  FR  7967).  The  new  §  260.— 
proposed  herein  is  the  outgrowth  of 
a  series  of  conferences  held  with  re¬ 
spect  to  this  matter.  The  importance  of 
acquisition  of  the  data  sought  is  strongly 
confirmed  by  the  existence  of  increasing 
and  continued  shortages  of  natural  gas. 

By  its  Order  No.  431  issued  on  April  15, 
1971,  in  Docket  No.  R-418,  45  FPC  570, 
the  Commission  promulgated  §  2.70  of  its 
General  Policy  and  Interpretations  to 
provide  that  jurisdictional  pipeline  com¬ 
panies  should 

•  •  •  take  all  steps  necessary  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  as  reliable  and  adequate  service  as 
present  supplies  and  capacities  wUl  permit 
during  the  1971-1972  heating  season  and 
thereafter  •  •  *. 

Since  the  promulgation  of  Order  No.  431, 
the  critical  national  shortage  of  natural 
gas  has  necessitated  significant  curtail¬ 
ments  in  the  service  rendered  by  inter¬ 
state  pipeline  companies  to  both  their 
direct  industrial  and  resale  customers. 
The  likelihood  of  supply  shortages  of  in¬ 
creasing  severity  continuing  into  the 
future  is  apparent. 

Customers  falling  into  either  indus¬ 
trial  or  interruptible  classifications  are 
generally  the  most  critically  affected. 
This  is  due  to  the  curtailment  priority 
that  is  normally  accorded  customers  of 
this  nature  in  times  of  shortage.  During 
the  course  of  the  1974-1975  heating  sea¬ 
son,  the  Commission  received  increasing 
numbers  of  petitions  requesting  extraor¬ 
dinary  relief  indicating  that  essential 
natural  gas  needs  of  such  customers 
could  not  be  satisfied  due  to  actual  and 
projected  gas  supply  deficiencies  by 
many  interstate  pipelines.  In  most  in¬ 
stances  the  Commission  has  been  able  to 
make  provision  for  sufficient  relief  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  complete  shut-down  of  many  in¬ 
dustrial  plants  even  though  some  down¬ 
time  has  been  and  will  be  experienced 
because  of  significant  natural  gas  cur¬ 
tailments. 

Therefore,,  it  is  necessary  that  the 
Commission  obtain  information  relating 
to  the  extent  of  the  shortage  of  natural 
gas  that  end  use  customers  being  served 
directly  by  interstate  suppliers  of  natural 
gas  will  experience  in  the  future  on  a 
regular  basis  and  those  alternate  fuels,  if 
any,  that  can  be  utilized  in  lieu  of  the 
natural  gas. 

Accordingly,  in  order  to  have  available 
such  data  on  a  systematic  basis,  a  new 
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report,  Form  69  (Attachment  A),  to  be 
filed  by  all  jurisdictional  suppliers  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  (including  LNG  and  SNG)  to 
end  use  customers  is  herein  proposed. 

The  proposed  Form  69  was  developed 
by  the  Federal  Power  Commission  in  co¬ 
ordination  with  the  FEA,  NARUC,  and 
other  governmental  agencies  participat¬ 
ing  informally.  The  coordinated  effort 
contemplates  that  the  FEA  will  circulate 
a  similar  form  in  order  to  acquire  sub¬ 
stantially  identical  data  from  all  sup¬ 
pliers  of  natural  gas  <  to  end  use  custom¬ 
ers)  who  are  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of 
this  Commission,  but  within  the  scope  of 
the  FEA’s  jurisdiction.  It  is  contemplated 
that  the  coordination  of  efforts  to  date, 
and  such  future  coordination  as  required, 
will  enable  the  FPC  to  issue  pursuant  to 
the  rulemaking  requirements  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  a  Form  69 
which  will  be  substantially  identical  to 
the  form  the  FEA  will  issue. 

If  and  when  Form  69  is  promulgated 
by  the  Commission.  Form  69  will  be  filed 
with  this  Commission  only  by  jurisdic¬ 
tional  suppliers.  Suppliers  of  natural  gas 
who  are  not  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  will  not 
be  affected  by  the  promulgation  of  Form 
69  but  will  be  required  to  continue  filing 
the  FEA  form  with  FEA.  Those  suppliers 
of  natural  gas  subject  to  FPC  jurisdic¬ 
tion  would  file  only  with  the  FPC.  In  this 
way,  a  single  coordinated  form  may  be 
filed  by  those  reporting  with  the  FPC  in 
satisfaction  of  mutual  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  both  the  FPC  and  the  FEA.  This 
is  intended  to  reduce  the  burden  on  those 
persons  reporting  and  will  further  enable 
better  coordination  of  information  be¬ 
tween  the  FPC  and  the  FEA  as  well  as 
with  the  members  of  NARUC. 

Copies  of  the  filings  will  be  routinely 
provided  to  FEA  because  the  FEA,  in  the 
furtherance  of  its  statutory  responsi¬ 
bilities,  must  have  complete  access  to  the 
data  to  be  submitted  under  the  FPC’s 
proposed  complementary  Form.  It  would 
be  to  the  mutual  benefit  of  all  if  a  dupli¬ 
cation  of  effort  in  the  collection  of  data 
of  common  interest  to  both  these  federal 
agencies  could  be  averted  by  providing 
copies  of  the  completed  FPC  Form  69  to 
the  FEA  rather  than  requiring  it  to 
undertake  a  separate  and  independent 
effort  to  acquire  the  identical  informa¬ 
tion. 

The  information  to  be  obtained  by 
Form  69  may  be  of  value  not  only  to  FPC 
and  FEA  but  also  to  other  federal  and 
state  agencies  with  fuel  allocation  or  as¬ 
sociated  responsibilities.  The  Commis¬ 
sion,  therefore,  specifically  solicits  the 
comments  of  all  interested  parties  on 
the  question  of  whether  the  information 
obtained  on  Form  69  should  be  provided 
to  FEA  and  other  federal  or  state  agen¬ 
cies,  or  placed  in  the  Commission’s  pub¬ 


lic  files,  in  an  aggregate  or  disaggregate 
form  without  breaching  any  right  to  con¬ 
fidentiality  which  respondents  might 
claim  with  respect  to  the  information 
set  out  in  their  reports. 

The  proposed  report  Form  69  would 
be  filed  four  times  each  year  and  would 
reflect  data  on  a  quarterly  basis  with 
reporting  quarters  ending  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  dates:  March  31st,  June  30th, 
September  30th  and  December  31st.  The 
report  would  not  have  to  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  until  thirty  (30)  days 
subsequent  to  the  aforementioned  re¬ 
porting  periods  prescribed  by  the  form. 
The  three  quarters  on  the  form  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  actual  reporting  period  are 
to  be  filled  out  to  indicate  the  estimates 
of  the  requirements  of  each  end  use  cus- 
tofner  for  the  successive  nine  month  pe¬ 
riod.  At  the  working  conferences  which 
were  held  to  develop  this  form  it  wTas 
strongly  urged  that  there  be  a  submis¬ 
sion  of  proposed  Form  69  on  a  one  time 
basis  to  reflect  actual  usage  experience 
for  one  annual  base  period,  i.e.,  from 
April  1.  1974,  through  March  31,  1975. 
The  actual  data  reported  for  the  base 
period  provides  a  basis  from  which  to 
measure  incremental  curtailment  and  is 
helpful  in  analyzing  the  estimate  in  the 
quarterly  submission.  This  one  time  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  form  for  the  period  April, 
1974,  through  March  1975.  is  also  pro¬ 
posed  herein. 

It  is  proposed  that  the  first  report 
should  be  filed  for  the  data  covering  the 
quarter  ending  June  30  1975,  along  with 
the  one  time  report.  The  first  report 
would  be  due  on  August  15,  1975. 

It  is  further  proposed  that  §  3.170  of 
the  General  Rules  be  amended  to  include 
Form  No.  69. 

The  amendments  proposed  herein 
would  be  issued  under  the  authority 
granted  to  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  amended, 
particularly  sections  4,  5,  7,  8,  10,  14,  15 
and  16  thereof  <52  Stat.  822,  823,  824, 
825,  826,  828,  829,  830;  56  Stat.  83.  84; 
61  Stat.  459,  76  Stat.  72;  (15  U.S.C.  717c, 
717d,  717f,  717g,  7171,  717m,  717n,  717o> ) . 

A.  Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
Part  260  Statements  and  Reports  <  Sched¬ 
ules)  ,  in  Subchapter  G  Approved  Forms, 
Natural  Gas  Act,  Chapter  1,  Title  18  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  §  260. — ,  prescribing  new  FPC 
Form  No.  69  Report  of  Alternate  Fuel 
Demand  Due  to  Natural  Gas  Curtail¬ 
ments,  in  the  form  set  out  in  Attachment 
A  hereto.  New  §  260. — ,  will  read : 

§  260.—  Form  No.  69  Report  of  alternate 
fuel  demand  due  to  natural  gas  cur¬ 
tailments. 

(a)  The  form  Alternate  Fuel  Demand 
Due  to  Natural  Gas  Curtailments  desig¬ 
nated  as  FPC  Form  No.  69  is  prescribed. 


<b)  Each  natural  gas  company  mak¬ 
ing  direct  sales  in  interstate  commerce 
of  natural  gas  (including  SNG  and 
LNG  to  customers  consuming  such  gas 
shall  prepare  and  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  an  original  and  three  copies  of  Re¬ 
port  of  Alternate  Fuel  Demand  Due  to 
Natural  Gas  Curtailments,  FPC  Form 
No.  69  on  or  before  August  15,  1975,  for 
the  actual  annual  period  from  April  1, 
1974,  to  March  31,  1975,  and  for  the 
quarterly  period  ending  June  30th  and 
thereafter  on  a  quarterly  basis  on  or 
before  April  30th,  July  30th,  October 
30th,  and  January  30th  of  each  year. 

B.  Further,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
5  3.170  of  Part  3  Organization;  opera¬ 
tion;  information  and  requests ;  miscel¬ 
laneous  charges;  ethical  standards,  Sub¬ 
chapter  A  General  Rules,  Chapter  I, 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  to  read  as  follows  : 

§  3.170  Approved  forms,  etc. 

(a)  The  following  is  a  list  of  approved 
forms,  statements,  and  reports,  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  descriptions  of 
which  have  been  published  in  Sub¬ 
chapter  G,  Parts  250  and  260  of  this 
chapter. 

♦  *  •  *  * 

< — )  Form  No.  69  report  of  alternate 
fuel  demand  due  to  natural  gas  curtail¬ 
ments  5  260. —  of  this  chapter. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit  to 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  not  later  than  June  13,  1975, 
data,  views  comments  or  suggestions  in 
writing  concerning  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  and  form.  Written  submittals  will 
be  placed  in  the  Commission’s  public 
files  and  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Washington,  D.C , 
20426,  during  regular  business  hours. 
The  Commission  will  consider  all  such 
written  submittals  before  acting  on  the 
matters  proposed  herein.  An  original 
and  14  conformed  copies  should  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
Submissions  to  the  Commission  should 
indicate  the  name,  title  and  mailing  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  person  to  whom  communi¬ 
cations  in  regard  to  the  proposal  should 
be  addressed  and  whether  the  person 
filing  them  requests  a  conference  with 
the  staff  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  to  discuss  the  proposed  regulation 
and  report  form.  The  staff,  in  its  dis¬ 
cretion,  may  grant  or  deny  requests  for 
conference. 

The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  to  be  made  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 
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PROPOSED  R'JLSS 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[  17  CFR  Part  240  ] 

(Release  No.  34-11402:  File  No.  87-563] 

ARREST  AND  INDICTMENT  RECORDS  OF 
ASSOCIATED  PERSONS 

Broker-Dealers’  Maintenance 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  has  under  consideration  a  proposed 
amendment  of  Rule  17a-3(a)  (12)  (A)  (8) 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  [17  CFR  240.17a-3(a>  (12)  (i)  (h)  ]. 
Rule  17a-3'a)  (12)  (A)  presently  requires 
every  member  of  a  national  securities 
exchange  who  transacts  a  business  in 
securities  directly  with  others  than  mem¬ 
bers  of  a  national  securities  exchange, 
and  every  broker  or  dealer  who  trans¬ 
acts  a  business  in  securities  through  the 
medium  of  any  such  member,  and  every 
registered  broker  or  dealer  to  obtain  from 
each  associated  person 1  a  questionnaire 
or  application  for  employment  contain¬ 
ing,  among  other  things,  a  record  of  any 
arrests,  indictments,  or  convictions  for 
any  felony  or  misdemeanor,  except  minor 
traffic  offenses.*  The  Commission  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Rule  17a-3(a)  (12)  (A) 
(8)  to  limit  the  reference  to  arrests  or 
indictments  to  crimes  which  are  related 
to  the  safe  operation  of  the  securities 
industry. 

Discussion 

Rule  17a-3(a)  (12)  was  adopted  Octo¬ 
ber  6,  1961  and  became  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1961.*  In  addition  to  arrest,  in¬ 
dictment,  and  conviction  records,  the 
Rule  requires  that  records  be  maintained 
on  the  background,  education,  and  busi¬ 
ness  experience  of  associated  persons. 
The  Release  lists  two  reasons  for  requir¬ 
ing  such  information:  First,  that  “good 
business  practice’’  calls  for  the  retention 
of  “fairly  detailed  data  concerning  the 
experience  and  past  record  of  partners, 
officers,  salesmen,  traders  and  other  em¬ 
ployees  handling  funds,  securities  or 
transactions  for  the  firm.”  Second,  that 


*Rule  17a-3(a)  (12) (B)  defines  an  asso¬ 
ciated  person  to  be  a  “partner,  officer,  direc¬ 
tor,  salesman,  trader,  manager,  or  any  em¬ 
ployee  handling  funds  or  securities  or  solicit¬ 
ing  transactions  or  accounts  for  such  mem¬ 
ber,  broker  or  dealer." 

*  Form  SEC 0-2,  the  Personnel  Form  for 
nonmember  brokers  and  dealers,  requests 
similar  information.  On  December  13,  1974, 
the  Commission  proposed  amending  Form 
SEC 0  2  by  the  substitution  of  Form  U-4,  a 
uniform  appUcatlon  for  registration  of  asso¬ 
ciated  persons.  (Securities  Exchange  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  11135,  39  FR  45382.)  Insofar  as  the 
requirements  regarding  arrest  records.  In¬ 
dictments,  and  convictions  are  concerned. 
Form  U-4  would  be  modified,  if  necessary,  to 
contain  limitations  similar  to  Rule  17a-3(a) 
(12) (A)  (8). 

1  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  6646 
[26  FR  9629]. 


the  Commission  would  benefit  in  Its 
broker-dealer  inspections  and  enforce¬ 
ment  activities  from  the  availability  of 
such  records. 

While  these  conclusions  remain  valid, 
the  Commission  is  concerned  that  re¬ 
quiring  the  maintenance  of  records  of  all 
arrests  and  indictments  (other  than 
minor  traffic  offenses)  may  be  too  broad 
and  as  such  may  no  longer  comport  with 
public  policy  and  should  not  be  required 
by  Commission  rule.  The  Commission  is 
cognizant  of  the  potential  detrimental 
inferences  which  may  be  drawn  from  ar¬ 
rest  records.  As  stated  by  Judge  Irving 
Ben  Cooper  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York: 

Those  of  us  who  deal  with  the  dally  prac¬ 
ticalities  presented  by  the  bread-and-butter 
portions  of  court  calendars  find  that,  In 
the  main  irreparable  Injury  Is  done  a  de¬ 
fendant  acquitted  after  a  trial:  the  fact  of 
his  arrest  Is  very  often  sufficient  to  rule  him 
out  of  consideration  for  employment.4 

At  the  same  time,  the  securities  in¬ 
dustry  bears  a  heavy  burden  of  public 
trust  and  confidence;  the  protection  of 
customers’  funds  and  securities  is  para¬ 
mount.  The  Commission  deems  it  im¬ 
portant  that  broker-dealers  obtain  and 
maintain  extensive  Information  on  the 
background  of  associated  persons.  In 
proposing  to  amend  Rule  17a-3(a)(12) 
(A)  (8) ,  the  Commission  is  attempting 
to  balance  these  sometimes  conflicting 
objectives. 

Recent  developments  have  led  the 
Commission  to  review  whether  the  bene¬ 
fit  to  be  derived  from  the  maintenance  of 
records  of  all  arrests  and  Indictments  is 
outweighed  by  the  potential  damage  to 
the  civil  rights  of  the  individuals  in¬ 
volved.  At  the  same  time,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  believes  that  the  securities  in¬ 
dustry  has  certain  requirements  which 
justify,  as  a  matter  of  business  necessity 
and  the  public  interest,  maintaining  cer¬ 
tain  arrest  and  indictment  records  of 
persons  dealing  with  customers’  funds 
and  securities. 

Proposed  Revision  of  Rule  17(a)  (12) 
(A)(8) 

The  Commission  believes  that  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  the  records  of  arrests  and  indict¬ 
ments  required  to  be  kept  pursuant  to 
Commission  rule  should  be  reconsidered. 
Rule  17a-3(a)  (12)  (A)  (8)  is  not  on  its 
face  discriminatory  since  it  does  not 
mandate  that  persons  with  arrest  or  in¬ 
dictment  records  be  denied  consideration 
for  employment.  Nevertheless,  the  Rule 
may  indirectly  have  such  an  effect  in 
certain  cases.  The  Commission,  therefore, 
proposes  to  limit  the  requirement  con¬ 
cerning  arrest  and  indictment  records  to 
crimes  which  are  of  such  a  nature  as  to 


4  Quoted  In  Hess  and  LePoole,  Abuse  of  the 
Record  of  Arrest  Not  Leading  to  Conviction, 
13  CRIME  &  DELINQUENCY  494,  496  (1967). 


impact  directly  on  the  safe  operation  of 
the  securities  business. 

While  the  Commission  proposes  that 
the  maintenance  of  arrest  records  be 
limited,  it  is  apparent  that  persons  con¬ 
victed  of  crimes  may  not  be  suitable  for 
employment  in  the  securities  industry. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  proposes  to 
continue  to  require  employers  in  the  se¬ 
curities  industry  to  maintain  records  of 
all  convictions,  other  than  minor  traffic 
offenses,  of  their  employees. 

Statutory  Authority 

The  amendment  to  §  240.17a-3(a)  (12) 
(i)  ( h )  of  Chapter  n  of  Title  17  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  would  be 
adopted  pursuant  to  section  17(a)  and 
section  23(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  would  read  as  follows: 

Section  240.17a-3  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  (a)  (12)  (i)  (h)  to  read  as  set  forth 
below : 

§  240.17a— 3  Records  to  be  made  by  cer¬ 
tain  exchange  members,  brokers  and 
dealers. 

(a)  *  *  * 

•  *  •  •  • 

(12)  (i)  •  *  • 

*  *  •  •  • 

(h)  A  record  of  any  arrest  or  indict¬ 
ment  for  any  felony  or  misdemeanor  in¬ 
volving  the  purchase,  sale  or  delivery  of 
any  security  or  arising  out  of  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  business  of  a  broker,  dealer, 
fiduciary,  investment  company,  invest¬ 
ment  adviser,  underwriter,  bank,  trust 
company,  insurance  company  or  other 
financial  institution,  or  involving  any 
crime  in  which  violence  or  threats  of 
violence  against  any  person,  dishonesty, 
the  wrongful  taking  of  any  property,  or 
any  manner  of  fraud  was  a  factor  or 
involving  conspiracy  to  commit  any  of 
the  foregoing  and  a  record  of  any  con¬ 
viction  for  any  felony  or  any  misde¬ 
meanor,  except  minor  traffic  offenses,  of 
which  he  has  been  the  subject. 

Secs.  17(a),  23(a),  48  Stat.  897,  901;  Secs. 
4,  8.  49  Stat.  1379;  Sec.  5,  52  Stat.  1076;  15 
UJ3.C.  78q(a),  78w. 

Conclusion 

Interested  persons  may  submit  their 
comments  on  the  proposed  amendment 
of  Rule  17a-3(a)  (12)  (A)  (8)  in  writing 
on  or  before  June  18,  1975  to  George  A. 
Fitzsimmons,  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
All  such  communications  should  bear  File 
No.  S7-563  and  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection. 

By  the  Commission. 

May  7, 1975. 

[seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12922  Ftlad  5-15-75:8 :45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

-  Office  of  the  Secretary 

l  APP-2-04-O :  D :  T-VK  ] 

POTASSIUM  CHLORIDE,  OTHERWISE 

KNOWN  AS  MURIATE  OF  POTASH, 

FROM  CANADA 

Tentative  Determination  To  Modify  or 
Revoke  Dumping  Finding 

A  finding  of  dumping  with  respect  to 
potassium  chloride,  otherwise  known  as 
muriate  of  potash,  from  Canada  was 
made  in  Treasury  Decision  69-265  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  19,  1969  (34  FR  19904). 

After  due  investigation,  it  has  been  de¬ 
termined,  tentatively,  that  potassium 
chloride  exported  by  Brockville  Chemi¬ 
cal  Industries,  Limited,  Montreal,  Que¬ 
bec,  Canada;  Hudson  Bay  Mining  and 
Smelting  Co.,  Limited,  Toronto,  Ontario, 
'Canada;  and  Swift  Canadian  Co.,  Lim¬ 
ited,  Etobicoke,  Ontario.  Canada  is  not 
being,  nor  likely  to  be,  sold  for  export  to 
the  United  States  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et 
seq.).  The  investigation  indicated  that, 
with  the  exception  of  some-sporadic  sales 
for  which  dumping  duties  in  de  minimus 
amounts  were  found  to  accrue,  all  sales 
by  these  firms  for  a  period  of  two  years 
from  the  finding  of  dumping  have  been 
made  at  not  less  than  fair  value,  and 
each  of  these  firms  has  furnished  writ¬ 
ten  assurances  that  future  sales  of  po¬ 
tassium  chloride  for  export  to  the  United 
States  will  not  be  made  at  less  than  fair 
value. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  intends 
to  modify  the  finding  of  dumping  with 
respect  to  potassium  chloride,  otherwise 
known  as  muriate  of  potash,  from  Can¬ 
ada  to  exclude  potassium  chloride  sold 
for  export  to  the  United  States  by  Brock¬ 
ville  Chemical  Industries,  Limited,  Hud¬ 
son  Bay  Mining  and  Smelting  Co.,  Lim¬ 
ited,  and  Swift  Canadian  Co.,  Limited, 
from  the  finding. 

In  accordance  with  $  153.37,  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  153.37),  interested 
persons  may  present  written  views  or  ar¬ 
guments,  or  request  in  writing  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  afford  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  present  oral  views. 

Any  requests  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  2100  K 
Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20229,  in 
time  to  be  received  by  his  office  not  later 
than  10  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  Such  requests  must  be  accompanied 


by  a  statement  outlining  the  issues 
to  be  discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  in  time  to  be  received 
by  his  office  not  later  than  June  16,  1975. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
§  153.41(c)  of  the  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  153.41(c)). 

[seal]  David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury. 

May  12,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-12858  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
ACQUISITION  ADVISORY  GROUP 
Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

The  Acquisition  Advisory  Group  will 
meet  in  closed  session  on  3  June  1975  at 
the  IDA  Building,  Arlington,  Virginia. 

The  mission  of  the  Acquisition  Advi¬ 
sory  Group  is  to  examine  and  assess  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Army 
Materiel  Acquisition  Review  Committee, 
the  Navy  Marine  Corps  Acquisition  Re¬ 
view  Committee  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  relative  to  major  weapon  sys¬ 
tems  acquisition  which  suggest  changes 
of  current  procedures  or  policies  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  The 
Acquisition  Advisory  Group  will  report  its 
findings  and  recommendations  to  the 
Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  operations  of  the  military  de¬ 
partments  and  segments  of  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  as  they  relate 
to  the  Defense  Systems  Acquisition  Re¬ 
view  Council  (DSARC)  process.  The  par¬ 
ticipants  will  specifically  be  discussing 
major  weapon  systems  and  their  acquisi¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  a  considerable  amount  of 
the  presentations  will  be  devoted  to 
matters  that  are  specifically  required  by 
Executive  Order  to  be  kept  secret  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense.  This  will  in¬ 
volve  presentations  by  various  Assistant 
Secretaries  of  Defense  and  the  Director, 
Defense  Research  and  Engineering.  The 
Group  will  intermittently  be  discussing 
classified  information.  It  is  neither  prac¬ 
ticable  nor  feasible  to  separate  the  dis¬ 
cussions  of  classified  and  non-classified 
material. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
Appendix  I,  Title  5,  United  States  Code, 
it  has  been  determined  that  this  Acqui¬ 
sition  Advisory  Group  meeting  concerns 
matters  listed  in  section  552(b)  of  Title  5 
of  the  United  States  Code,  specifically 
subparagraph  (1)  thereof,  and  that  ac¬ 


cordingly  this  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  OASD  ( Comptroller ) . 

May  13,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76- 13887  Filed  5-15-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES 
Determination  of  Critical  Habitat 

May  13.  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  intends  to  de¬ 
termine  “critical  habitat”  for  108  cur¬ 
rently  listed  “Endangered”  species  of  the 
United  States  and  Puerto  Rico. 

A  notice  which  has  been  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  by  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  and  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (FR  Vol.  40,  No.  78;  April  22, 
1975;  pp.  17764-17765)  provides  a  con¬ 
cept  of  “critical  habitat”  as  it  relates  to 
section  7  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act 
of  1973  (16  U.S.C.  1531-1543).  The  con¬ 
cept  is  as  follows : 

“Habitat”  could  be  considered  to  con¬ 
sist  of  a  spatial  environment  in  which 
a  species  lives  and  all  elements  of  that 
environment  including,  but  not  limited 
to,  land  and  water  area,  physical  struc¬ 
ture  and  topography,  flora,  fauna,  cli¬ 
mate,  human  activity,  and  the  quality 
and  chemical  content  of  soil,  water,  and 
air.  “Critical  Habitat”  for  any  endan¬ 
gered  or  threatened  species  could  be  the 
entire  habitat  or  any  portion  thereof,  if, 
and  only  if,  any  constituent  element  is 
necessary  to  the  normal  needs  or  sur¬ 
vival  of  that  species.  The  following  vital 
needs  are  relevant  in  determining  “criti¬ 
cal  habitat”  for  a  given  species: 

(1)  Space  for  normal  growth,  move¬ 
ments,  or  territorial  behavior; 

(2)  Nutritional  requirements,  such  as 
food,  water  or  minerals; 

(3)  Sites  for  breeding,  reproduction,  or 
rearing  of  offspring; 

(4)  Cover  or  shelter;  or 

(5)  Other  biological,  physical,  or  be¬ 
havioral  requirements. 

Under  this  concept,  the  destruction, 
disturbance,  modification,  curtailment, 
or  subjection  to  human  activity  of  habi¬ 
tat  considered  “critical”  for  a  given 
species  would  not  conform  with  section  7 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973, 
if  such  an  action  might  be  expected  to 
result  in  a  reduction  in  the  numbers  or 
distribution  of  that  species  of  sufficient 
magnitude  to  place  the  species  in  further 
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jeopardy,  or  in  a  restriction  of  the  poten¬ 
tial  and  reasonable  expansion  or  re¬ 
covery  of  that  species.  It  must  be  em¬ 
phasized  that  because  the  primary  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 
and  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  is  to  maintain  and  restore  presently 
threatened  and  endangered  species,  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  term  “critical”  is  not 
restricted  to  the  habitat  necessary  to 
support  a  minimum  population.  It  is 
emphasized  further  that  only  specific 
Common  name 


kinds  of  actions  are  detrimental  to 
habitat  regarded  as  “critical”  as  de¬ 
fined  above.  There  may  be  many  kinds 
of  actions  which  can  be  carried  out 
within  the  “critical  habitat”  of  a  species 
that  would  not  be  expected  to  result  in  a 
reduction  in  the  numbers  or  distribution 
or  otherwise  adversely  affect  that  species. 
The  endangered  species  for  which  “crit¬ 
ical  habitat”  will  be  determined  are  as 
follows: 

Scientific  name 


FISHES 


Bony  tail,  Pahranagat _ _ _ 

Chub,  humpback _ 

Chub,  Mohave _ _ _ 

Cisco,  longjaw _ 

Cui-ui  _ 

Dace.  Kendall  Warm  Springs _ 

Dace.  Moapa _ 

Darter,  fountain _ 

Darter,  Maryland _ 

Darter,  Okaloosa _ 

Darter,  watercress - 

Gambusla,  Big  Bend _ 

Oambusla.  Clear  Creek _ 

Gambusla,  Pecos _ 

Killlfish,  Pahrump _ 

Pike,  blue _ 

Pupflsh,  Comanche  Springs _ 

Pupflsh,  Devil's  Hole _ 

Pupflsh,  Owens  River _ 

Pupflsh,  Tecopa _ 

Pupflsh.  Warm  Springs _ 

Squawfish,  Colorado  River _ 

Stickleback,  unarmored  threespine 

Topminnow,  Gila _ 

Trout,  Arizona  (Apache) _ 

Trout,  Gila - 

Trout,  greenback  cutthroat _ 

Trout,  Lahontan  cutthroat _ 

Trout,  Palute  cutthroat _ 

Woundfln  _ 


Gila  robusta  jordani 
Gila  cypha 

Siphateles  mohavensis 
Coregonus  alpenae 
Chasmistes  cujus 
Rhinichthys  osculus  thermalis 
Moapa  coriacea 
Etheostoma  fonticola 
Etheostoma  sellare 
Etheostoma  okaloosae 
Etheostoma  nuchale 
Gambusia  gaigei 
Gambusia  heterochir 
Gambusia  nobilis 
Empetrichythys  latos 
Stizostedion  vitreum  glaucum 
Cyprinodon  elegans 
Cyprinodon  diabolis 
Cyprinodon  radiosus 
Cyprinodon  nevadensis  c alulae 
Cyprinodon  nevadensis  pec t oralis 
Ptychocheilus  Indus 
Casterosterus  aculeatus  xvilliams^ni 
Poeciliopsis  occidental is 
Salmo  sp. 

Salmo  gilae 
Salmo  clarki  stomias 
Salmo  clarki  henshawi 
Salmo  clarki  seleniris 
Plagopherus  argentissimus 


REPTILES  AND  AMPHIBIANS 


Alligator,  American _ 

Boa,  Puerto  Rican _ 

Lizard,  blunt-nosed  leopard _ 

Salamander,  desert  slender _ 

Salamander,  Santa  Cruz  long-toed 

Salamander,  Texas  blind _ 

Snake,  San  Francisco  garter _ 

Toad,  Houston _ 


Alligator  mississippiensts 
Epicrates  inornatus 
Crotaphytus  sllus 
Batrachoseps  aridus 
Ambystoma  macrodactylum  croceum 
Typhlomolge  rathbuni 
Thamnaphis  sirtalis  tetrataenia 
Bufo  houstonensis 


BIRDS 


Akepa,  HawaU  ( akepa) - 

Akepa.  Maui  (akepule) _ 

Akialoa,  Kauai _ 

Aklapolaau _ 

Bobwhite,  masked _ _ _ 

Condor,  California _ 

Coot,  Hawaiian _ _ 

Crane,  Mississippi  sandhill _ 

Crane,  whooping _ 

Crow,  Hawaiian  (alala) _ 

Creeper,  Molakai  (kakawahie) _ 

Creeper,  Oahu  (alauwahlo) _ 

Curlew,  Eskimo _ 

Duck,  Hawaiian  (koloa) _ 

Duck,  Laysan _ 

Duck,  Mexican _ 

Eagle,  Southern  bald - 

Falcon,  American  peregrine _ 

Falcon,  Arctic  peregrine - 

Finches,  Laysan  and  Nihoa _ 

Gallinule,  Hawaiian _ 

Goose,  Aleutian  Canada - 

Goose,  Hawaiian  (nene) _ 

Hawk,  Hawaiian  (io) _ 

Kite,  Florida  Everglade  (snail  kite) 
Honeycreeper,  crested  (akohekohe) 


Loxops  coccinca  cocdnea 
Loxops  coccinea  ochraceu 
Hemignathus  procerus 
Hemignathus  wilsoni 
Colinus  virginlanus  ridgwayi 
Gymnogyps  californianus 
Fulica  americana  alai 
Grus  canadensis  pulla 
Grus  americana 
Corvus  tropicus 
Loxops  maculata  flammea 
Loxops  maculata  maculata 
Numenius  borealis 
Anas  wyvilliana 
Anas  laysanensis 
Anas  diazi 

Haliaeetus  leucocephalus  leucoccphalus 
Falco  peregrlnus  anatum 
Falco  peregrinus  tundrius 
Psittirostra  cantans 
Gxllinula  chloropus  sandvicensis 
Branta  Canadensis  leucopareia 
Branta  sandvicensis 
Buteo  solitarius 

Rostrhamus  sociabilis  plumbeus 
Palmeria  dolei 
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Millerbird,  Nihoa _ 

Nukupuus,  Kauai  and  Maul _ 

Oo,  Kauai  (oo  aa) _ _ _ 

Ou  . 

Pallia _ _ _ 

Parrot,  Puerto  Rican, _ _ 

Parrotblll,  Maul . . . 

Pelican,  brown _ _ _ 

Petrel,  Hawaiian  dark-rumpcd-  —  , 

Pigeon,  Puerto  Rican  plain _ 

Prairie  chicken,  Attwater’s  greater 

Rail,  California  clapper _ 

Rail,  light-footed  clapper - 

Rail,  Yuma  clapper _ 

8parrow,  Cape  Sable _ 

Sparrow,  dusky  seaside _ 

Sparrow,  Santa  Barbara  song - 

Stilt  Hawaiian _ _ 

Tern,  California  least _ 

Thrush,  large  Kauai - 

Thrush,  Molokai  (olomau) _ 

Thrush,  small  Kauai  (puaiohl).. 

Warbler,  Bachman’s.. - - - 

Warbler,  Klrtland’s _ 

Whip-poor-will,  Puerto  Rican - 

Woodpecker,  Ivory-billed - 

Woodpecker,  red-cockaded - 


Birds — Continued 

- -  Acrocephalus  kingi 

-  Hemignathus  lucidus 

— - -  Moha  braccatus 

_  Psittirostra  psittacea 

.  Psittirostra  bailleui 

_ - _ Amazona  vittata 

_  Pseudonest  or  xanthorphrys 

_  P  elec  anus  accidental^ 

_  Pterodroma  phaeopygia  sandwichensis 

-  Columbia  inomata  wetmorei 

-  Tympanuchus  cupido  attvaateri 

_ _ Rallus  longirostris  obsoletus 

-  Rallus  longirostris  levipes 

_  Rallus  longirostris  yumanensis 

-  Ammospiza  mirabilis 

_ _  Ammospiza  nigrescens 

-  Melospiza  melodia  graminea 

_  Himantopus  himantapus  knudseni 

_  Sterna  albifrons  browni 

_  Phaeomis  obscurus  myadestina 

_  Phaeomis  obscurus  rutha 

_  Phaeomis  palmeri 

_  Vermivora  bachmanii 

_  Dendroica  kirtlandii 

_  Caprimulgus  noctitherus 

_  Campephilus  principalis 

_  Dendrocopus  borealis 


Bat,  Hawaiian  hoary - 

Bat,  Indiana - 

Cougar,  Eastern - 

Deer,  Columbian  white-tailed - 

Deer,  Key - 

Ferret,  black-footed _ 

Fox,  San  Joaquin  kit _ 

Manatee,  Florida  (sea  cow) - 

Mouse,  salt  marsh  harvest - 

Panther,  Florida - 

Prairie  Dog,  Utah - 

Pronghorn,  Sonoran - 

Rat,  Morro  Bay  kangaroo - 

Squirrel,  Delmarva  Peninsula  fox 

Wolf,  Eastern  timber - 

Wolf,  Northern  Rocky  Mountain  . 
Wolf,  red. _ _ _ - 


Lasiurus  cinereus  semotus 
My otis  sodalis 
Felis  noncolor  cougar 
Odocoileus  virginianus  leucurus 
Odocoileus  virginianus  clavium 
Mustela  nigripes 
Vulpes  macrotis  mutica 
Trichechus  manatus  latirostris 
Reithrodontomys  raviventris 
Felis  concolor  coryi 
Cynomys  parvidens 
Antilocapra  americana  sonoriensis 
Dipodomys  heermanni  morroensis 
Sciurus  niger  cinereus 
Canis  lupus  tycoon 
Canis  lupus  irremotus 
Canis  rufus 


Although  we  are  seeking  information 
on  “critical  habitat”  for  all  of  the  above, 
we  are  particularly  interested  in  receiv¬ 
ing  data  quickly  on  the  following  ten 
high  priority  species:  Indiana  bat,  Mis¬ 
sissippi  sandhill  crane,  whooping  crane, 
manatee,  American  peregrine  falcon,  San 
Joaquin  kit  fox,  blunt-nosed  leopard  liz¬ 
ard,  California  condor,  black-footed  fer¬ 
ret,  and  palila.  The  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service  will  determine  “critical  habitat” 
for  these  key  species  as  rapidly  as  pos¬ 
sible. 

The  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service  requests 
that  all  Federal,  State,  and  private  agen¬ 
cies,  organizations,  and  individuals  con¬ 
cerned  with  endangered  and  threatened 
species  of  fauna  and  flora  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  maps  that  would  assist  in 
delineating  the  “critical  habitat”  of  those 
species  currently  appearing  on  the  official 
list.  The  Service  requests  further  that  all 
concerned  parties  provide  information  on 
the  specific  kinds  of  actions  that  could 
be  permitted  and  those  that  should  be 
prohibited  within  the  area  so  delineated 
as  “critical.” 


As  sufficient  information  on  “critical 
habitat”  is  gathered  for  each  of  the  spe¬ 
cies  now  listed,  the  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service  will  publish  a  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  in  the  Federal  Register.  This  rule- 
making  will  identify  spatial  environ¬ 
ments,  including  geographical  bound¬ 
aries  where  possible,  considered  to  be 
“critical  habitat”  for  the  species  in  ques¬ 
tion,  and  will  identify  those  elements  of 
that  environment  which  must  be  pro¬ 
tected  from  adverse  actions  by  man. 
Routinely,  60  days  will  be  allowed  for 
comments,  criticisms,  and  alternative 
recommendations  before  publication  of 
a  final  rulemaking  on  any  specific  “crit¬ 
ical  habitat.” 

In  the  future,  where  possible  and  de¬ 
sirable,  as  new  candidate  species  for  the 
“endangered”  or  “threatened”  classifica¬ 
tion  are  proposed  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  each  such  proposal  also  will  contain 
a  proposed  designation  of  “critical  habi¬ 
tat”  for  that  species. 

Lynn  A.  Greenwalt, 
Director,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

|FR  Doc  75-12947  FUed  5-16-75:8:45  am) 
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National  Park  Service 

NORTH  ATLANTIC  REGIONAL 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  a  meeting  of 
the  North  Atlantic  Regional  Advisory 
Committee  will  be  held  on  June  10,  1975, 
at  the  North  Atlantic  Regional  Office, 
Room  715,  150  Causeway  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  from  9  am.  to  4  p.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  North  Atlantic  Re¬ 
gional  Advisory  Committee  is  to  provide 
for  the  free  exchange  of  ideas  between 
the  National  Park  Service  and  the  pub¬ 
lic,  and  to  facilitate  the  solicitation  of 
advice  or  other  counsel  from  members  of 
the  public  on  problems  and  programs 
pertinent  to  the  North  Atlantic  Region 
•f  the  National  Park  Service. 

The  members  of  the  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  are  as  follows: 

Mr.  John  N.  Cole 
Top  sham,  Maine 
Mrs.  George  Downing 
Providence,  Rhode  Island 
Ms.  Helen  Fenske 
Green  Village,  New  Jersey 
Dr.  Charles  H.  W.  Foster 
Needham,  Massachusetts 
Mr.  George  T.  Hamilton 
Lee,  New  Hampshire 
Dr.  John  P.  Keith 
New  York,  New  York 
Mr.  Frederick  R.  Micha 
Ontario,  New  York 
Dr.  William  A.  Miering 
Gales  Perry,  Connecticut 
Mr.  William  B.  Plnney 
Montpelier,  Vermont 

The  matters  to  be  discussed  at  this 
meeting  include: 

1.  North  Atlantic  Regional  Advisory 
Committee  procedures. 

2.  North  Atlantic  Regional  Advisory 
Committee  priorities. 

3.  Master  Plans  in  the  North  Atlantic 
Region. 

4.  Summer  Operations  in  North  At¬ 
lantic  Region  Parks. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
However,  facilities  and  space  for  accom¬ 
modating  members  of  the  public  are 
limited  and  it  is  expected  that  not  more 
than  25  persons  will  be  able  to  attend 
the  session.  Any  member  of  the  public 
may  file  with  the  committee  a  written 
statement  concerning  the  matters  to  be 
discussed.  Persons  wishing  further  in¬ 
formation  concerning  this  meeting,  or 
who  wish  to  submit  written  statements, 
may  contact  David  A.  Richie,  Deputy 
Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic  Re¬ 
gional  office  at  617-223-3769.  Minutes  of 
the  meeting  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  four  weeks  after  the  meeting 
at  the  office  of  the  North  Atlantic  Region, 
150  Causeway  Street,  Boston,  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

Dated:  May  5,  1975. 

David  A.  Richie, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 
North  Atlantic  Region. 

|FR  Doc  75-12926  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am) 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 
rnrr  des  75-82] 

PROPOSED  WILDLIFE  ENHANCEMENT 

PROJECT  MATTAMUSKEET  NATIONAL 

WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  Pub.  L.  91-190,  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  has  prepared  a  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement  for  the  Proposed  Wild¬ 
life  Enhancement  Project,  Mattaxnuskeet 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Hyde  County, 
North  Carolina,  and  invites  written  com¬ 
ments  within  on  or  before  June  30,  1975. 

The  proposal  recommends  construc¬ 
tion  of  eight  low-dike  marsh  impound¬ 
ments  totaling  2,420  acres  within  the 
Mattamuskeet  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Hyde  County.  North  Carolina,  and  reno¬ 
vation  of  12  miles  of  existing  canals  orig¬ 
inating  within  the  refuge  and  extending 
to  Pamlico  Sound  in  order  to  enhance 
wildlife  management  capabilities  of  the 
refuge. 

Copies  of  the  draft  statement  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  following 
locations: 

Regional  Director 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 
17  Executive  Park  Drive.  NE 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30329 
Refuge  Manager 

Mattamuskeet  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
New  Holland,  North  Carolina  27885 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 
Branch  of  Environmental  Coordination 
Room  2252 

18th  &  C  Streets,  NW 
Washington,  DC  20240 

Single  copies  may  be  obtained  by  writ¬ 
ing  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Environmental 
Coordination,  U.8.  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  erf  the  Interior, 
Washington,  DC  20240. 

Dated:  May  12,  1975. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 

[PR  Doc.75-12857  Piled  5-15-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Rural  Electrification  Administration 
FLORENCE  TELEPHONE  CO.,  INC. 
Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  policies  and  procedures 
as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin  320-22, 
"Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Telephone 
Facilities,”  dated  February  4,  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  in  proposed  form  in  the  Federal 
Register,  September  16,  1974  (VoL  39 
No.  180,  pages  33228-33229)  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Administrator  of 
REA  will  consider  providing  a  guarantee 
supported  by  the  full  faith  and  credit 
of  the  United  States  of  America  for  a 
loan  in  the  approximate  amount  of 
$5,200,000  to  Florence  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Prentiss,  Mississippi.  The 


loan  funds  will  be  used  to  finance  the 
construction  of  facilities  to  extend  tele¬ 
phone  service  to  new  subscribers,  and 
improve  telephone  service  for  existing 
subscribers. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding  and  servic¬ 
ing  the  loan  proposed  to  be  guaranteed 
may  obtain  information  and  details  of 
the  proposed  project  from  Mr.  Jack  A. 
Kiser,  President.  Florence  Telephone 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  758,  Prentiss, 
Mississippi  39474. 

To  assure  consideration,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  June  16, 
1975  to  Mr.  Jack  A.  Kiser.  The  right  is 
reserved  to  give  such  consideration  and 
make  such  evaluation  or  other  disposi¬ 
tion  of  all  proposals  received,  as  the  Flor¬ 
ence  Telephone  Company,  Inc.  and  REA 
deem  appropriate.  Prospective  lenders 
are  advised  that  financing  for  this  proj¬ 
ect  is  available  from  the  Federal  Financ¬ 
ing  Bank  under  a  standing  loan  commit¬ 
ment  agreement  with  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  320-22  are 
available  from  the  Director,  Information 
Services  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  May  1975. 

Davis  A.  Hamil, 
Administrator, 

Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.75-12916  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
CASCADE  HEAD  SCENIC-RESEARCH  AREA, 
SIUSLAW  NATIONAL  FOREST— OREGON 
Notice  of  Proposed  Guidelines 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  propose 
guidelines  to  be  used  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  determining  what  con¬ 
stitutes  a  substantial  change  in  land  use 
or  maintenance  of  certain  non-federally 
owned  lands  within  the  Cascade  Head 
Scenic -Research  Area. 

Public  Law  93-535  (88  Stat.  1732), 
enacted  on  December  22,  1974,  estab¬ 
lished  this  area.  It  further  provides  that, 
if  an  owner(s)  of  land  within  certain 
portions  of  the  area  makes  a  substantial 
change  in  land  use  or  maintenance,  the 
land  becomes  subject  to  condemnation. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  guidelines  to  the 
Forest  Service,  c/o  Land  Classification, 
Room  1004,  1621  North  Kent  Street, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22209.  Comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  June  16,  1975  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  final  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  guidelines.  Copies  of  all 
written  comments  received  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  at  the  location 
above  between  6:15  a.m  and  4:45  pjn. 
on  regular  workdays.  The  proposed 
guidelines  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
comments  received. 

L  Introduction — a.  Purpose.  Public 
Law  93-535  (88  Stat.  1732),  enacted  on 
Deoember  22,  1974,  established  the  Cas¬ 


cade  Head  Scenic -Research  Area.  Sec¬ 
tion  5(b)  of  the  Act  requires  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  publish  guidelines  which  shall  be 
used  by  him  to  determine  what  consti¬ 
tutes  a  substantial  change  in  land  use  or 
maintenance  for  the  nonfederally  owned 
property  within  the  area.  The  guidelines 
are  based  on  the  general  management 
objectives  applicable  to  the  entire  area. 
These  objectives  are  to  provide  present 
and  future  generations  with  the  use  and 
enjoyment  of  certain  ocean  headlands, 
rivers,  streams,  estuary,  and  forested 
areas;  to  promote  the  protection  and 
study  of  significant  areas  for  research 
and  scientific  purposes,  and  to  promote 
a  more  sensitive  relationship  between 
man  and  hLs  adjacent  environment. 

b.  Scope.  These  guidelines  are  pub¬ 
lished  to  be  used  by  the  Secretary  to  de¬ 
termine  what  constitutes  a  substantial 
change  In  land  use  purposes,  and  man¬ 
ner,  and  maintenance  from  conditions 
existing  on  June  1,  1974.  Any  change 
which  is  proposed  or  occurs  after  June 
1,  1974,  will  be  evaluated  against  these 
guidelines. 

c.  Delegation  of  authority.  Section 
5(c)  of  the  Actp  rovides  that,  at  least 
30  days  prior  to  any  substantial  change 
of  use  or  maintenance  of  any  non-fed¬ 
erally  owned  land  within  the  area,  the 
owner  or  owners  of  such  land  shall  pro¬ 
vide  notice  of  such  proposed  change  to 
the  Secretary  or  his  designee  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  these  guidelines.  The  District 
Ranger,  Hebo  Ranger  District,  Siuslaw 
National  Forest,  Hebo,  Oregon  97122,  is 
designated  the  Secretary’s  representa¬ 
tive  to  whom  such  notices  should  be 
given. 

d.  Definitions.  Terms  used  in  the  guide¬ 
lines  have  the  following  specific  mean¬ 
ings. 

(1)  Act — Public  Law  93-535  of  Decem¬ 
ber  22,  1974,  establishing  Cascade  Head 
Scenic-Research  Area  in  the  State  of 
Oregon ; 

(2)  Area — the  Scenic -Research  Area; 

(3)  Subareas — the  four  subareas 
within  the  Scenic-Research  Area  as  es¬ 
tablished  by  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act; 

(4)  Secretary — the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  ; 

(5)  Base  property — a  single  contiguous 
landownershlp  existing  on  June  1,  1974. 
Property  includes  the  structures  and 
other  improvements  on  the  land; 

(6)  Documentation — the  evidence  of 
existing  conditions,  Including  written  de¬ 
scriptions  and  photographs; 

(7)  Environmental  design  criteria — in¬ 
cludes  the  following  standards  for  con¬ 
struction  activities: 

(a)  the 'design  borrows  colors,  shapes, 
materials  and  other  conditions  from  the 
surrounding  natural  environment  and 
is  planned  to  compliment  the  natural 
setting; 

(b)  vegetative  cover  disturbance  Is  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  construction  site; 

(c)  erosion  control  measures  are  ade¬ 
quate  to  protect  the  soil,  water,  and 
other  environmental  values;  and 

(d)  roads  are  located  and  constructed 
to  minimize  impact  on  the  land  and 
should  not  be  wider  than  necessary; 
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(8)  Purpose  of  use — the  objective  for 
which  anything  exists,  is  done,  made,  or 
used  (what  it  is  used  for) ; 

(9)  Manner  of  use — a  way  of  doing, 
being  done,  happening,  or  mode  of  action. 
Manner  of  use  is  complementary  to  pur¬ 
pose  of  use,  and  involves  degree,  kind, 
or  intensity  of  use  within  a  purpose  of 
use  category; 

(10)  Purpose  of  use  category — a  clas¬ 
sification  of  the  purpose  for  which  land 
was  used  on  June  1, 1974.  There  are  nine 
categories  defined  in  the  guidelines; 

(11)  Maintenance — the  way  the  prop¬ 
erty  is  cared  for. 

2.  Provisions  of  guidelines — a.  Acqui¬ 
sition  of  land.  (1)  The  Secretary  may 
acquire  any  land  or  interest  in  land, 
including  scenic  easements,  through  any 
of  the  following  methods: 

( a )  purchase  with  consent  of  owner ; 

(b)  donation; 

(c)  exchange;  and 

(d)  condemnation,  which  is  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  land,  or  interests  in  land,  with¬ 
out  the  consent  of  the  owner  and  with 
the  payment  of  just  compensation  to  the 
owner. 

(2)  The  Act  provides  that,  in  all  sub- 
areas  of  the  Area  except  the  estuary  and 
associated  wetlands  subarea,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  not  acquire  any  land  or  inter¬ 
est  in  land  without  the  consent  of  the 
owner  or  owners  so  long  as  the  owner  or 
owners  use  such  land  for  substantially 
the  same  purposes  and  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  it  was  used  and  maintained  on 
June  1, 1974.  However,  even  if  a  substan¬ 
tial  change  has  not  occurred,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  acquire  any  land  or  interests  in 
land  without  the  consent  of  the  owner  or 
owners  when  such  land  is  in  imminent 
danger  of  being  used  for  different  pur¬ 
poses  or  in  a  different  manner  from  the 
use  or  uses  existing  on  June  1,  1974. 

(3)  In  the  estuary  and  associated  wet¬ 
lands  subarea,  the  Secretary  may  ac¬ 
quire  any  land  or  interests  in  land  with¬ 
out  the  consent  of  the  owner  at  any  time, 
after  public  hearing. 

(4)  When  land  is  subject  to  acquisition 
without  the  consent  of  the  owner  or 
owners,  the  Secretary  has  the  discretion 
to  determine  which  tracts  of  land  will  be 
acquired  by  condemnation  and  whether 
to  acquire  part  or  all  of  the  base  prop¬ 
erty.  In  making  this  determination,  the 
Secretary  may  consider  whether  the  sub¬ 
stantial  change  furthers  the  purposes  of 
the  Act. 

b.  Change  in  boundaries  of  subareas. 
The  Secretary  may,  after  public  hearing 
or  other  appropriate  means  for  public 
participation,  adjust  the  boundaries  of 
the  subareas  to  reflect  changing  natural 
conditions  or  to  provide  for  more  effec¬ 
tive  management. 

c.  Amendment  of  guidelines.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  may  make  such  amendments  to 
the  Guidelines  as  are  considered  neces¬ 
sary  to  further  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

d.  Appeals.  A  decision  of  a  Forest  Of¬ 
ficer  under  these  guidelines  may  be  ap¬ 
pealed  as  provided  by  36  CFR  211.2. 

3.  Procedures  lor  implementing  guide¬ 
lines  a.  Inventory  and  Identification.  The 
District  Ranger  shall  conduct  an  inven¬ 


tory  of  the  base  properties  within  the 
Area,  and  identify  the  purpose(s)  and 
manner  of  use  and  maintenance  of  the 
base  property  that  existed  on  June  1, 
1974.  Each  base  property  will  have  at 
least  one  purpose  of  use  category,  but  a 
base  property  may  have  more  than  one 
purpose  of  use  category.  During  the  iden¬ 
tification  process,  the  District  Ranger 
shall  consult  with  the  owner  or  owners 
and  provide  means  for  other  public  in¬ 
volvement,  as  the  District  Ranger  con¬ 
siders  appropriate. 

b.  Notification  of  Substantial  Change. 
Section  5(c)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
owner  or  owners  of  non-federally  owned 
land  in  the  Area  to  notify  the  Secretary 
or  his  designee,  the  District  Ranger,  of 
a  proposed  substantial  change  in  use  or 
maintenance  at  least  30  days  prior  to 
that  change.  An  owner  or  owners  of  land 
or  interests  in  land  in  the  Area  should 
notify  the  District  Ranger  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  change  or  activity  in  order  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  determination  as  to  whether  the 
proposed  change  or  activity  is  considered 
a  substantial  change. 

c.  Response  to  Notification  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Change. 

(1)  In  the  estuary  and  associated  wet¬ 
lands  subarea,  the  District  Ranger  shall, 
within  30  days  after  receipt  of  the  no¬ 
tice,  take  the  following  actions : 

(a)  Acknowledge  receipt  of  the  notice; 

(b)  Notify  the  owner  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  is  or  is  not  considered  by 
the  Forest  Supervisor  to  be  compatible 
with  the  protection  and  perpetuation  of 
the  unique  natural  values  of  the  subarea; 
and 

(c)  Inform  the  owner  of  any  imme¬ 
diate  acquisition  plans,  including  a  notice 
of  public  hearing. 

(2)  In  all  other  subareas,  the  District 
Ranger  shall,  within  30  days  after  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  notice,  take  one  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions: 

(a)  Notify  the  owner  that  the  proposed 
action  is  not  considered  a  substantial 
change; 

(b)  Notify  the  owner  that  the  proposed 
action  is  considered  a  substantial 
change; 

(c)  Request  additional,  specific  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  owner.  When  sufficient 
information  is  received,  the  District 
Ranger  shall,  within  30  days  after  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  necessary  information,  take 
action  (a)  or  (b) ; 

d.  Response  to  substantial  change  if 
prior  notice  is  not  given.  When  an  owner 
or  owners  makes  a  change  that  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  a  substantial  change  under 
these  Guidelines,  section  5(c)  of  the  Act 
is  violated.  The  District  Ranger  may 
notify  the  owner  or  owners  that  the 
change  is  considered  to  be  a  substantial 
change  and  that  the  Secretary  may  ac¬ 
quire  his  property  by  condemnation. 

4.  Guidelines — a.  Purpose  of  use  catego¬ 
ries.  The  following  purpose  of  use  cate¬ 
gories  are  defined.  Each  base  property 
in  the  area  will  have  at  least  one  of  these 
categories: 

(1)  Agriculture.  Land  used  for  raising 
and  harvesting  crops,  livestock,  and  other 
agricultural  products,  including  (a) 


dwellings,  bams,  buildings,  and  other 
improvements  customarily  used  in  con¬ 
junction  with  farming,  and  (b)  small 
wooded  areas  and  lands  which  were  for¬ 
merly  used  for  agriculture  and  are  not 
covered  by  other  purpose  use  categories. 

(2)  Forestry.  Land  used  for  production 
of  timber  and  other  forest  products,  in¬ 
cluding  roads  and  other  improvements 
necessary  for  timber  production  but  not 
Including  quarry  sites,  log  storage  areas, 
and  manufacturing  sites,  such  as  saw¬ 
mills. 

(3)  Public.  All  non-federally  owned 
public  land,  including  highways,  road¬ 
ways,  boat  ramps,  and  other  areas  owned 
or  controlled  by  State,  county  or  local 
governmental  agencies. 

(4)  Commercial  service.  Land  used  for 
producing,  marketing,  and  providing 
goods  and  services  to  the  public  for  profit, 
or  used  in  conjunction  with  a  profit-mak¬ 
ing  activity. 

(5)  Recreation  and/or  educational. 
Land  developed  and  managed  for  specific 
recreational  or  educational  pursuits; 

e.g.,  hiking,  picnicking,  horseback  riding, 
environmental  observation,  organiza¬ 
tional  camping,  platted  open  space,  boat¬ 
ing,  educational  pursuit,  etc. 

(6)  Residential.  Land  use  for  residen¬ 
tial  occupancy,  including  lands  on  which 
construction  of  the  residence  itself  had 
started  on  or  before  June  1, 1974,  as  evi¬ 
denced  by  foundations,  footings,  or  other 
housing  construction. 

(7)  Residential,  unoccupied.  Platted 
subdivisions  which  have  been  approved 
by  appropriate  county  and  State  agen¬ 
cies  and  upon  which  some  or  all  utilities 
were  installed  as  of  June  1,  1974,  but 
upon  which  no  housing  construction  had 
begun  as  of  June  1,  1974.  This  category 
also  includes  lands  other  than  subivisions 
upon  which  some  or  all  utilities  were  in¬ 
stalled  as  of  June  1, 1974,  but  upon  which 
housing  construction  had  not  begun  as 
of  June  1,  1974. 

(8)  Unimproved  property.  Land  which 
has  not  been  developed,  Including  land 
which  has  been  platted  or  sold  for  de¬ 
velopment,  but  upon  which  no  actual 
construction  had  started  on  or  before 
June  1,  1974. 

(9)  Scenic  and  scientific.  Unoccupied 
and  undeveloped  land  (except  for  scien¬ 
tific  instrumentation)  which  is  man¬ 
aged  or  set  aside  for  scenic  or  scientific 
purposes. 

b.  Effect  of  a  change  in  purpose  of  use 
category.  A  change  in  the  purposes  of  use 
of  a  base  property  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  changing,  adding,  or  deleting  a 
purpose  of  use  category  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  substantial  change. 

c.  Effect  of  change  in  manner  of  use. 
A  substantial  change  may  occur  in  man¬ 
ner  of  use  without  any  change  in  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  use.  In  determining  if  there  has 
been  a  substantial  change  in  manner  of 
use,  the  Secretary  will  consider,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  the  following  criteria: 

(1)  Change  in  the  kind  of  use,  i.e.,  the 
kind  of  crops,  livestock,  services,  and 
other  items; 
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(2)  Change  in  the  intensity  of  use: 

(2)  Change  in  the  impact  on  visual 
quality; 

(4)  Change  in  the  vegetation  <shrub6 
and  trees),  as  in  removal  or  addition, 
except  as  modified  by  (7)  below; 

(5)  Change  in  the  number  of  build¬ 
ings  on  the  property,  except  the  con¬ 
struction  of  residential  amenities  such 
as  garages,  woodsheds,  building  addi¬ 
tions,  etc.,  which  meet  the  environmen¬ 
tal  design  criteria,  and  except  when 
construction  had  started  prior  to 
June  1, 1974; 

(6)  Change  in  existing  structures,  as 
in  replacement  or  reconstruction,  and 
including  whether  the  change  approxi¬ 
mates  conditions  existing  on  June  1. 
1974,  or  meets  environmental  design 
criteria; 

(7)  In  the  forest  category,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  will  also  consider  whether  timber- 
harvest  activity  closely  duplicates  the 
pattern  of  harvest  activity  of  the  past  10 
years;  and 

(8)  In  the  public  category,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  will  also  consider  whether  the  ac¬ 
tivities  are  necessary  for  the  public  wel¬ 
fare,  safety,  or  security. 

d.  Effect  of  a  change  in  maintenance. 
The  condition  of  ,  non-federally  owned 
land  or  improvements  may  deteriorate 
to  the  point  that  a  substantial  change 
has  occurred.  The  District  Ranger  may 
notify  the  owner  or  owners  that: 

(1)  The  deterioration  in  maintenance 
of  the  base  property  is  considered  a  sub¬ 
stantial  change;  and 

(2)  The  property  is  subject  to  con¬ 
demnation. 

Paul  A.  Vander  Myde. 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

May  13,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-18038  Filed  5-15-75,8.45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 

Administration 

NATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL  ENERGY 
CONSERVATION  COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Sub-Council  on  Pub¬ 
lic  Awareness  of  the  National  Industrial 
Energy  Conservation  Council  will  be  held 
on  Monday,  June  18,  1975,  from  10  a.m. 
to  12  noon,  in  Conference  Room  “D", 
First  Floor,  Main  Commerce  Building, 
14th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  Washing¬ 
ton.  DJC.  20230. 

The  Sub-Council  will  meet  to  consider 
staff  reports  leading  to  the  development 
of  a  report  to  the  National  Industrial 
Energy  Conservation  Council  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  increasing  the  level  of  public 
awareness  as  to  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  energy  problem  and  ways  of  ad¬ 
dressing  this  problem. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
and  a  limited  number  of  seats  will  be 
available  for  that  purpose.  To  the  extent 
that  time  permits,  members  of  the  public 
may  present  oral  statements  to  the  Sub- 
CounciL  Interested  persons  are  also  in¬ 
vited  to  file  written  statements  with  the 
Sub -Council  before  or  after  the  meeting. 


Persons  who  wish  to  attend  the  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  Robert  M.  Jackson, 
at  the  Office  of  Energy  Programs,  Room 
2011,  UJ5.  Department  of  Commerce, 
14th  and  Constitution  Ave.  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20230— (202)  967-3535. 

Herbert  K.  Schmitz, 
Executive  Director.  National  In¬ 
dustrial  Energy  Conservation 
Council. 

1FR  Doc.75-12863  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


INDUSTRY  POLICY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

FOR  MULTILATERAL  TRADE  NEGOTIA¬ 
TIONS 

Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Industry  Policy  Advisory 
Committee  for  Multilateral  Trade  Nego¬ 
tiations  (“IPAC”)  will  be  held  on  Fri¬ 
day,  June  20,  1975,  1:30-4  p.m.,  in  Room 
4830,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
14th  and  E  Streets,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

The  IPAC  was  established  on  Febru¬ 
ary  6,  1974,  to  advise,  consult  with  and 
make  recommendations  to  the  Special 
Representative  for  Trade  Negotiations 
and  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  on  mat¬ 
ters  concerning  the  multilateral  trade 
negotiations  (MTN)  being  undertaken  by 
the  United  States. 

Agenda  items  for  the  meeting  are  as 
follows: 

l.  Review  and  Discussion  of  Classified  In¬ 
formation  and  Advisory  Input  Relating  to 
the  Current  Status  of  the  MTN  and  the  Over¬ 
all  UJ3.  PoUcy  Positions  Relating  Thereto. 

II.  Review  of  Classified  Information  and 
IPAC  Advisory  Input  Regarding  the  Follow¬ 
ing  Specific  MTN  Issues: 

A.  Possible  Groundrules  for  an  Interna¬ 
tional  Code  Covering  Export  Subsidies  and 
the  Trade  Effects  of  Domestic  Aids  to  Indus¬ 
try. 

B.  Formulation  of  a  U.S.  Government 
Policy  on  the  Nature  and  Extent  of  Possible 
International  Rules  Governing  the  Question 
of  Raw  Materials  Supply  In  World  Trade. 

C.  Consideration  of  an  International  Code 
in  Government  Procurement. 

m.  Discussion  Regarding  the  Classified 
Reports  of  the  Industry  Sector  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittees  (ISACs). 

The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce 
for  Administration,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  General  Counsel,  formally  deter¬ 
mined  on  May  6,  1975.  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  that  this  meeting  should  be 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  sections 
10(a)  (1>  and  10(a)  (3)  of  the  Act  (relat¬ 
ing  to  open  meetings  and  public  partici¬ 
pation  therein  )  because  the  agenda  items 
will  be  concerned  with  matters  listed  in 
5  U.S.C.  522(b)(1),  l.e„  it  is  specifically 
required  by  Executive  Order  11652  that 
such  matters  be  kept  secret  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  national  security.  The  information 
and  materials  to  be  discussed  at  the 
meeting  will  be  properly  classified  pur¬ 
suant  to  said  Executive  Order. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  determination,  the  meeting 


will  be  closed  to  the  public.  All  committee 
members  have  appropriate  security 
clearances.  Written  statements  may  be 
submitted  at  any  time  before  or  after 
the  meeting. 

For  further  information,  contact  Ms. 
Clare  Soponis,  Industry  Consultations 
Policy  Staff,  Room  3028,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
telephone  (202  >  967-3268. 

In  accordance  with  paragraph  (4)  of 
the  order  of  the  United  State  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  in 
Aviation  Consumer  Project,  et  al.  v. 
C.  Langhome  Washburn  et  al.,  September 
10,  1974,  a6  amended  September  23,  1974 
(Civil  Action  No.  1838-73),  the  Complete 
Notice  of  Determination  to  close  the 
meeting  of  the  IPAC  is  hereby  published. 

Dated:  May  6,  1975. 

Lawrence  A.  Fox, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
International  Economic  Policy 
and  Research . 

Dated:  May  6, 1975. 

Mitchell  NewDelman, 
Director  of  Industry  Liaison.  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Special  Representa¬ 
tive  for  Trade  Negotiations. 

|FR  Doc.76-12909  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  nm] 


SEMICONDUCTOR  TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Partially  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  UJ5.C. 
App.  I  (Supp.  HI,  1973) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Semiconduc¬ 
tor  Technical  Advisory  Committee  will 
begin  on  Tuesday,  June  17, 1975,  at  9:30 
a.m.,  in  Room  5230,  Main  Commerce 
Building,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  and  will  continue 
on  June  18  to  the  conclusion  of  the 
agenda. 

The  Semiconductor  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  was  initially  established  on 
January  3,  1973.  On  December  20.  1974, 
the  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Ad¬ 
ministration,  approved  the  recharter  and 
extension  of  the  Committee  for  two  ad¬ 
ditional  years,  pursuant  to  section  5(c) 
(1)  of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of 
1969,  as  amended,  50  U.S.C.  App.  sec.  2404 
(c)  (1)  (Supp.  HI,  1973)  and  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act. 

The  Committee  advises  the  Office  of 
Export  Administration,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade,  with  respect  to  questions  in¬ 
volving  technical  matters,  world-wide 
availability  and  actual  utilization  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  technology’,  and  li censing 
procedures  which  may  affect  the  level  of 
export  controls  applicable  to  semicon¬ 
ductor  products,  including  technical  data 
related  thereto,  and  including  those 
whose  export  is  subject  to  multilateral 
(CO COM)  controls. 

The  Committee  meeting  agenda  has 
five  parts : 
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General  Session 

(1)  Opening  remarks  by  the  Chairman. 

(2)  Presentation  of  papers  or  comments  by 
the  public. 

(3)  Discussion  of  discrete  semiconductors. 

(4)  Discussion  of  integrated  circuits. 

Executive  Session 

(5)  Discussion  of  matters  properly  classi¬ 
fied  under  Executive  Order  11652  dealing 
with  the  U.S.  and  COCOM  control  program 
and  strategic  criteria  related  thereto. 

The  Public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
the  General  Session  for  the  morning  of 
June  17,  1975,  at  which  a  limited  number 
of  seats  will  be  available  to  the  public. 
To  the  extent  time  permits  members  of 
the  public  may  present  oral  statements 
to  the  Committee.  Written  statements 
may  be  submitted  at  any  time  before  or 
after  the  meeting. 

With  respect  to  agenda  item  (5) ,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Ad¬ 
ministration,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  delegate  of  the  General  Counsel,  for¬ 
mally  determined  on  December  16,  1974, 
pursuant  to  section  10(d)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  that  the  matters 
to  be  discussed  in  the  Executive  Session 
should  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  relating  to  open  meetings  and 
public  participation  therein,  because  the 
Executive  Session  will  be  concerned  with 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (1),  i.e., 
it  Is  specifically  required  by  Executive 
Order  11652  that  they  be  kept  confiden¬ 
tial  in  the  interest  of  the  national  securi¬ 
ty.  All  matters  have  been  properly  clas¬ 
sified  tinder  the  Executive  Order.  All 
Committee  members  have  appropriate 
security  clearances. 

Minutes  of  the  open  portion  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  upon  written  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  Central  Reference 
and  Records  Inspection  Facility,  Room 
7043,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Charles  C.  Swanson,  Director,  Operations 
Division,  Office  of  Export  Administra¬ 
tion,  Domestic  and  International  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  Room  1620,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  telephone:  A/C  202-967-4196. 

In  accordance  with  paragraph  (4)  of 
the  Order  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  in 
Aviation  Consumer  Action  Project,  et  al., 
v.  C.  Langhome  Washburn,  et  al.,  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1974,  as  amended,  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1974  (Civil  Action  No.  1838-73) , 
the  Complete  Notice  of  Determination 
to  close  portions  of  the  series  of  meet¬ 
ings  of  the  Semiconductor  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  and  of  any  subcom¬ 
mittees  thereof,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  18,  appearing 
in  the  issue  of  January  2,  1975). 

Dated:  May  13,  1975. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade. 

[FR  Doc .75-12933  Filed  5-15-75; 8: 45  am] 


[File  No  28(74) -1 1 

INFORMATION  MAGNETICS,  INC. 

AND  GRESHAMINFOMAG,  LTD. 

Order  Extending  Denial  of  Export  Privileges 

In  the  matter  of  Information  Mag¬ 
netics,  Inc.  (Infomag) ,  Goleta,  Califor¬ 
nia  and  Gresham-Infomag,  Ltd.,  Wey- 
bridge,  Surrey,  England,  Respondents. 

By  Order  dated  December  2,  1974,  (39 
FR  42935)  the  export  privileges  of  the 
above-titled  firms  were  temporarily  de¬ 
nied  for  a  period  of  60  days.  On  January 
30,  1975  (40  FR  6383  >,  that  period  was 
extended  to  March  17,  1975.  On  March 
17,  1975,  (40  FR  13015)  that  period  was 
again  extended  to  May  16,  1975.  Pending 
final  disposition  of  the  proceedings,  the 
period  of  temporary  denial,  as  set  forth 
in  Paragraph  IV  of  the  Order  dated 
December  2,  1974,  is  continued  for  an 
additional  60  days  to  July  15.  1975.  All 
other  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Order, 
the  interpretations  thereof,  and  the  ex¬ 
ceptions  thereto,  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 

Dated:  May  14,  1975. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office  of 
Export  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-13064  Filed  5-15-75:8  45  am] 


Maritime  Administration 
[Docket  No.  S-443] 

PACIFIC  FAR  EAST  LINE,  INC. 

Application  Amendment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  Pacific  Far  East  Line,  Inc.,  for 
amendment  of  its  service  description  to 
increase  subsidized  calls  in  the  Pacific 
Northwest,  which  was  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  April  1,  1975  (40  FR 
14624),  and  pursuant  to  which  timely 
petitions  for  leave  to  Intervene  were  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.,  Ameri¬ 
can  President  Lines,  Ltd.,  States  Steam¬ 
ship  Company,  and  United  States  Lines, 
Inc.,  has  been  amended.  As  the  matter 
has  not  yet  been  set  for  hearing,  this 
Notice  is  to  advise  of  amendment  of  the 
application  in  Docket  No.  S-443  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  direct  calls  and  an  increase  to 
24  calls  annually. 

The  amended  application  is  for  LASH 
vessels  of  Pacific  Far  East  Line,  Inc.  op¬ 
erating  on  the  Operator’s  subsidized 
Trade  Route  No.  29  service  to  call  at  ports 
in  Oregon,  Washington,  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  Alaska  on  up  to  24  sailings  an¬ 
nually  for  carriage  of  cargoes  between 
those  areas  and  foreign  ports  on  the 
service. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  hav¬ 
ing  any  interest  in  such  application  and 
desiring  a  hearing  on  issues  pertinent  to 
section  605(c)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  1175), 
should,  by  the  close  of  business  on  May  29, 


1975  notify  the  Secretary,  Maritime  Sub¬ 
sidy  Board,  in  writing  in  triplicate,  and 
file  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

In  the  event  a  section  605(c)  hearing 
is  ordered  to  be  held,  the  purpose  thereof 
will  be  to  receive  evidence  relevant  to 
(1)  whether  the  application  is  one  Tilth 
respect  to  a  vessel  to  be  operated  in  an 
essential  service,  served  by  citizens  of  the 
United  States  which  would  be  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  existing  service,  or  services, 
and  if  so,  whether  the  service  already 
provided  by  vessels  of  United  States  reg¬ 
istry  in  such  essential  service  is 
inadequate,  and  (2)  whether  in  the  ac¬ 
complishment  of  the  purposes  and  policy 
of  the  Act  additional  vessels  should  be 
operated  thereon. 

If  no  request  for  hearing  and  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  received  within 
the  specified  time,  or  if  the  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board  determines  that  petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  filed  within  the 
specified  time  do  not  demonstrate  suffi¬ 
cient  interest  to  warrant  a  hearing,  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  will  take  such 
action  as  may  be  deemed  appropriate. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.504  Operating-Differential  Sub- 

Dated:  May  12.  1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion. 

Dated:  May  12. 1975. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12955  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  BULK/CONTAINER/ 

RO-RO  COMBINATION  CARRIERS  OF 

ABOUT  33,000  DWT 

Computation  of  Foreign  Cost;  Notice  of 
Intent 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  intent 
of  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  592(b)  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  1936,  as  amended, 
to  compute  the  estimated  foreign  cost 
of  the  construction  of  Bulk/Container/ 
Ro-Ro  Combination  Carriers  of  about 
33,000  DWT. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
any  interest  (within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  502(b) )  in  such  computations  may 
file  written  statements  by  the  close  of 
business  on  June  13,  1975,  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Maritime  Subsidy  Board,  Mari¬ 
time  Administration,  Room  3099B,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  Building,  14th  & 
E  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Dated:  May  14,1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary . 

[FR  Doc.75-13108  Filed  5-16-75:8:45  am] 
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CONSTRUCTION  OF  CONTAINERSHIPS, 
MA  DESIGN  C8-S-85d 

Computation  of  Foreign  Cost;  Notice  of 
Intent 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  intent  of 
the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  502(b)  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  1936,  as  amended, 
to  compute  the  estimated  foreign  cost  of 
thg  construction  of  containerships,  MA 
Design  C8-S-85d. 

Any  person.  Arm  or  corporation  having 
any  interest  (within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  502(b))  in  such  computations  may 
file  written  statements  by  the  close  of 
business  on  June  16,  1975,  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Maritime  Subsidy  Board,  Mari¬ 
time  Administration,  Room  3099B,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  Building,  14th 
b  E  Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230. 

Dated:  May  14, 1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board  Maritime  Administration. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

| PR  Doc.76-13106  Piled  6-15-75:8:46  ami 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  TANKERS  OF 
BETWEEN  42,000  TO  52,000  DWT 

Recomputation  of  Foreign  Cost; 

Notice  of  Intent 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  intent 
of  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  section  502(b) 
of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  1936,  as 
amended,  to  recompute  the  estimated 
foreign  cost  of  the  construction  of  tank¬ 
ers  of  between  42,000  and  52,000  DWT, 
since  there  appears  to  have  been  a  sig¬ 
nificant  change  in  shipbuilding  market 
conditions  since  the  previous  determina¬ 
tion  of  estimated  foreign  cost  was  made. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  hav¬ 
ing  any  interest  (within  the  meaning  of 
section  502(b))  in  such  computations 
may  file  written  statements  by  the  close 
of  business  on  May  23,  1975,  with  the 
Secretary,  Maritime  Subsidy  Board, 
Maritime  Administration,  Room  3099B, 
Department  of  Commerce  Building,  14th 
b  E  Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230. 

Dated:  May  14, 1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board  Maritime  Administration. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13107  Piled  6-15-76; 8:46  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

NEW  YORK  ZOOLOGICAL  SOCIETY 

Issuance  of  Permit  To  Take  and  Import 
Marine  Mammals 

On  April  1,  1975,  notice  was  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  14624) 


NOTICES 


that  an  application  had  been  filed  with 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  by 
New  York  Zoological  Society.  The  Zoo¬ 
logical  Park,  Bronx,  New  York  10460,  for 
a  permit  to  take  four  (4)  Atlantic  bottle¬ 
nosed  dolphins  ( Tursiops  truncatus )  for 
the  purpose  of  public  display. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  May  9, 
1975,  and  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  issued  a  permit 
to  New  York  Zoological  Society,  subject 
to  certain  conditions  set  forth  therein. 

The  Permit  is  available  for  review  by 
interested  persons  in  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Southeast  Region.  Du¬ 
val  Building,  9450  Gandy  Boulevard,  St. 
Petersburg,  Florida  33702,  and  in  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Northeast  Re¬ 
gion,  Federal  Building,  14  Elm  Street, 
Gloucester,  Massachusetts  01930. 

Dated:  May  8, 1975. 

Robert  F.  Hutton, 
Associate  Director  for  Resource 
Management,  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-12877  Plied  5-16-75:8:45  am] 


NEW  YORK  ZOOLOGICAL  SOCIETY 

Issuance  of  Permit  To  Take  and  Import 
Marine  Mammals 

On  April  1,  1975,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  14624) 
that  an  application  had  been  filed  with 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  by 
New  York  Zoological  Society,  the  Zoolog¬ 
ical  Park,  Bronx,  New  York  10460  for  a 
permit  to  take  and  import  two  (2)  belu- 
khas  (belugas,  white  whales)  ( Delphinap - 
terns  leucas )  for  the  purpose  of  public 
display. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  May  9, 
1975,  and  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  issued  a  permit 
to  the  New  York  Zoological  Society,  sub¬ 
ject  to  certain  conditions  set  forth 
therein. 

The  Permit  is  available  for  review  by 
Interested  persons  in  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235,  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal 
Building,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester, 
Massachusetts  01930. 

Dated:  May  9, 1975. 

Robert  F.  Hutton, 
Associate  Director  for  Resource 
Management,  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service. 

[PR  Doc.75-12816  Piled  5-15-75:8:46  am) 


SEA  WORLD 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application  for  Public 
Display  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Applicant  has  applied  in  due  form 
for  a  permit  to  take  marine  mammals 
for  public  display,  as  authorized  by  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972 
(16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  Governing  the  Taking  and  Import¬ 
ing  of  Marine  Mammals. 

Sea  World,  Incorporated,  1720  South 
Shores  Road,  San  Diego,  California 
92109,  to  take  six  (6)  northern  elephant 
seals  ( Mirounga  angustirostris )  for  the 
purpose  of  public  display. 

The  elephant  seals  will  be  taken  by 
the  Applicant  from  offshore  islands  along 
the  coasts  of  the  State  of  California  or 
Mexico. 

The  elephant  seals  will  be  initially 
maintained,  for  acclimation  captivity,  at 
Sea  World  of  San  Diego,  California.  Sub¬ 
sequently,  the  elephant  seals  will  be 
maintained  and  displayed  at  Sea  World 
facilities  in  San  Diego,  California,  in 
Cleveland,  Ohio  and  in  Orlando,  Flor¬ 
ida.  The  animals  will  be  maintained  in 
the  following  facilities: 

Sea  World  of  San  Diego: 

a.  Housing  tank — 1,460  gaUons,  10  feet  in 
diameter,  2 %  feet  deep,  131  square  feet  haul- 
out  area. 

b.  Housing  tank — 9,000  gallons.  16  feet 
in  diameter,  6  feet  deep,  426  square  feet 
haulout  area. 

c.  Housing  tanks  (2) — each  6,000  gallons, 
8  feet  wide,  17  feet  long,  6  feet  deep,  226  and 
214  square  feet  haulout  area,  respectively. 

d.  Housing  tanks  (2) — each  17,600  gaUons, 
10  feet  wide,  84  feet  long,  7  feet  deep,  81 
square  feet  haulout  area. 

e.  Semi-circular  performance  pool — 30,360 
gallons,  76  feet  long,  12  feet  wide,  6  feet  3 
Inches  average  depth,  848  square  feet  haul¬ 
out  area. 

Sea  World  of  Florida : 

a.  Triangular  holding  pool — 3,670  gallons, 
10  feet  by  16  feet  by  18  feet  in  surface  di¬ 
mensions,  4  feet  deep,  200  square  feet  haul¬ 
out  area. 

b.  Triangular  holding  pool — 3,200  gallons, 
12  feet  by  15  feet  by  15  feet  in  surface  di¬ 
mensions,  4  feet  deep,  200  square  feet  haul¬ 
out  area. 

c.  Seal  holding  area — pool  of  1,800  gal¬ 
lons,  9  feet  wide,  11  feet  long,  8  feet  deep, 
133  square  feet  haulout  area. 

d.  Semi-circular  performance  pool — 61,860 
gallons,  110  feet  long,  13  feet  wide,  6  feet 
average  depth,  444  square  feet  haulout  area. 

Sea  World  of  Ohio: 

a.  Holding  area — Pool  of  6,600  gallons,  18 
feet  wide,  19  feet  long,  6  feet  deep,  138  square 
feet  haulout  area. 

b.  Semi-circular  performance  pool — 60,000 
gallons,  77  feet  long,  12  feet  wide,  6  feet  6 
inches  average  depth,  600  square  feet  haul¬ 
out  area. 

The  arrangements  and  facilities  for 
transporting  and  maintaining  the  ma¬ 
rine  mammals  requested  in  the  above 
application  have  been  inspected  by  a  li¬ 
censed  veterinarian,  who  has  certified 
that  such  arrangements  and  facilities 
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are  adequate  to  provide  for  the  well¬ 
being  of  the  requested  animals. 

Documents  submitted  In  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  in  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce.  Washington. 
D  C.  20235,  and  the  Offices  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal 
Building,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  01930,  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Southwest  Region,  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  California  90731. 
and  the  Regional  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Southeast  Re¬ 
gion,  Duval  Building,  9450  Gandy  Boule¬ 
vard,  St.  Petersburg,  Florida  33702. 

Concurrent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  is  forwarding 
copies  of  this  application  to  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  and  the  Committee 
of  Scientific  Advisors. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
data  or  views,  or  requests  for  a  public 
hearing  on  this  application  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235  on  or  before  June  16, 1975.  The 
holding  of  such  a  hearing  is  at  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Director. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  notice  in  support  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  those  of  the  Applicant  and  do 
not  necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Dated:  May  12, 1975. 

Robert  F.  Hutton, 
Associate  Director  for  Resource 
Management  National  Marine 
Fisheries. 

|  FR  Doc.76-12873  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  ami 


UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA 
Notice  of  Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  §  216.33(d)  and  (e) 
of  the  Regulations  Governing  the  Taking 
and  Importing  of  Marine  Mammals  (39 
FR  1851,  January  15,  1974),  the  Scien¬ 
tific  Research  Permit  issued  to  Paul  J. 
Ponganis,  University  of  California,  Santa 
Cruz,  California  95064,  on  January  31, 
1975,  is  modified,  by  means  of  Modifica¬ 
tion  No.  1,  in  the  following  manner: 

The  authorized  Pacific  white-sided 
dolphins  may  be  taken  from  coastal  areas 
of  central  and  southern  California, 
rather  than  solely  from  the  area  of 
Monterey  Bay,  California. 

This  modification  is  effective  May  16, 
1975. 

The  Permit,  as  modified,  is  available 
for  review  in  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  and  in  the  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Southwest  Region,  300 


South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island, 
California  90731. 

Dated:  May  2, 1975. 

Robert  F.  Hutton, 
Associate  Director  for  Resource 
Management.  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service. 

(PR  Doc.76-12874  Piled  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  FLORIDA 

Issuance  of  a  Permit  To  Take  Marine 
Mammals 

On  February  12,  1975,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
6521) ,  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  by  Mr.  Nicholas  R.  Hall  and  Dr.  Wil¬ 
liam  R.  Dawson.  Department  of  Neuro¬ 
science  and  Opthalmology,  College  of 
Medicine,  University  of  Florida,  Gaines¬ 
ville,  Florida  32610  to  take  up  to  twenty 
(20)  Atlantic  bottlenosed  dolphins  (Tur- 
siops  tr  uncat  us)  for  scientific  research. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  8. 
1975,  and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407) ,  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  issued  a  permit 
for  the  above  described  taking  to  Nich¬ 
olas  R.  Hall  and  William  W.  Dawson, 
subject  to  certain  conditions  set  forth 
therein.  The  Permit  is  available  for  re¬ 
view  by  interested  persons  in  the  Office 
of  the  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Washington,  D.C,  20235, 
and  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Southeast  Region.  Duval  Building,  9450 
Gandy  Boulevard,  St.  Petersburg,  Flor¬ 
ida  33702. 

Dated:  May  8, 1975. 

Robert  F.  Hutton, 
Associate  Director  for  Resource 
Management  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Center  for  Disease  Control 

MEDICAL  LABORATORY  SERVICES 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Public  Law  92-463) ,  the  Center  for  Dis¬ 
ease  Control  announces  the  following 
Committee  meeting: 

Name:  Medical  Laboratory  Servloes  Advisory 
Committee. 

Date:  June  2  and  3, 1976. 

Place:  Classroom  3,  BuUdlng  2,  Center  for 
Disease  Control,  1800  Clifton  Road.  NE., 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30333. 

Time:  9  a.m. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Open. 

Contact  Person:  Roslyn  Q.  Robinson,  Ph.D  , 
Executive  Secretary  of  Committee,  Build¬ 
ing  1,  Room  1007,  Center  for  Disease  Con¬ 


trol,  1600  Clifton  Road.  NE.,  Atlanta. 
Georgia,  30333,  Phone:  AC-404,  633-3311, 
extension  3262. 

Purpose:  The  Committee  Is  charged  with  ad¬ 
vising  the  Director,  Center  for  Disease 
Control,  on  various  laboratory  matters  and 
proposed  regulations  and  evaluating  the 
approaches  of  the  Bureau  of  Laboratories, 
CDC,  and  recommending  revisions  or  ad¬ 
ditions. 

Agenda:  The  Committee  will  consider  and 
discuss  proposed  revised  regulations  for 
quality  control  under  the  Clinical  Labora¬ 
tories  Improvement  Act  of  1967. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public  ob¬ 
servation  and  participation.  A  roster  of 
members  and  other  relevant  information 
regarding  the  meeting  may  be  obtained 
from  the  contact  person  listed  above. 

Dated:  May  9,  1975. 

David  J.  Sencer, 
Director,  Center  for 
Disease  Control. 

| FR  Doc.75-12905  FUed  6-15-75:8:45  amj 


Office  of  Education 
TEACHER  CORPS 

Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  Part  B-l 
of  the  Education  Professions  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1965,  as  amended  (79  Stat. 
1255-1258  as  amended  (20  U.S.C.  1101- 
1107(a)),  applications  are  being  ac¬ 
cepted  from  institutions  of  higher  educa¬ 
tion  and  local  educational  agencies  for 
funding  the  second  year  of  “Ninth  Cycle’’ 
Teacher  Corps  project  grants. 

In  order  to  be  assured  of  considera¬ 
tion  for  support,  applications  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center  on  or  before 
June  20,  1975. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  ap¬ 
plication  sent  by  mail  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  as  follows:  UJS.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Application  Control  Center,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202,  Attention:  13.489.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  will  be  considered  to 
be  received  on  time  by  the  Application 
Control  Center  if: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than  June 
16,  1975  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper  or  en¬ 
velope,  or  on  the  original  receipt  from 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
mail  rooms  In  Washington,  D.C.  (In  es¬ 
tablishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date 
stamp  of  such  mall  rooms  or  other  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence  of  receipt  maintained 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare,  or  the  UJS.  Office  of 
Education.) 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
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delivered  to  the  U  S.  Office  of  Education 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  and 
D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Hand 
delivered  applications  will  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  Application  Control  Center 
after  4  pm.  Washington,  D.C.  time,  on 
the  closing  date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Information  and  application  forms  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Teacher  Corps, 
Office  of  the  Commissioner,  Office  of  Ed¬ 
ucation,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

D.  Applicable  regulations.  The  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  this  program  are  the 
Office  of  Education  General  Provisions 
Regulations  (45  CFR  Part  100a) . 

In  reviewing  these  applications,  the 
Commissioner  will  utilize  the  review 
criteria  set  forth  in  45  CFR  100.26a,  as 
well  as  determining: 

(1)  whether  satisfactory  progress,  as 
indicated  by  site  visits,  progress  reports, 
and  other  relevant  data,  has  been  made 
in  implementing  the  previously  approved 
work  program,  and 

(2)  whether  the  application  meets  the 
criteria  upon  which  the  original  proposal 
was  evaluated.  (For  the  convenience  of 
applicants,  a  copy  of  these  criteria  is 
attached  as  an  appendix  to  this  notice.) 

Dated:  May  10,  1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.489 — Teacher  Corps — Operations 
and  Training) 

Appendix 

The  criteria  used  during  Fiscal  Year  1974 
for  the  funding  of  applications  under  the 
Teacher  Corps  program  were  as  follows: 

.  .  .  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant(s) 
proposes  to  increase  the  educational  oppor¬ 
tunities  avaUable  to  children  in  school  at¬ 
tendance  areas  having  concentrations  of 
low-income  famUies  (as  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  45  CFR  116.17(d),  and  to 
Improve  the  quality  and  broaden  the  pro¬ 
grams  of  teacher  preparation  as  indicated 
by  the  foUowing: 

(1)  Instructional  program.  The  extent  to 
which  it  is  shown  that  the  proposed  instruc¬ 
tional  program  is  individualized  for  students 
at  the  local  school  level  and  the  extent  to 
which  a  plan  is  proposed  which  (1)  provides 
for  adequate  means  of  identifying  and  eval¬ 
uating  teacher-intern  and  qualified  teacher 
competencies,  and  (11)  provides  for  training 
necessary  to  prepare  such  interns  and 
teachers  to  serve  in  schools  in  areas  having 
concentrations  of  low-income  famUies  (in¬ 
cluding  training  necessary  to  deal  with  chil¬ 
dren  with  learning  or  behavioral  difficulties 
in  regular  classrooms  of  such  schools). 

(2020  US.C.  1101, 1103) 

(2)  Parent  and  community  involvement. 
The  extent  to  which  the  application  (1)  de¬ 
lineates  specific  opportunities  for  consulta¬ 
tion  with  and  involvement  of  parents  of 
children  to  be  served  by  the  proposed  proj¬ 
ect  in  the  planning,  development,  implemen¬ 
tation,  and  evaluation  of  such  project;  (U) 
Includes  evidence  that  such  participation 
has  been  encouraged  and  has  in  fact  oc¬ 
curred  in  the  development  of  the  applica¬ 
tion:  (iii)  provides  for  developing  the  capa¬ 
bilities  of  such  parents,  residents  in  the 
community,  and  secondary  education  and 
college  students  to  serve  as  part-time  tutors 


or  full-time  instructional  assistants  in  the 
project  (including,  where  appropriate,  pro¬ 
vision  for  university  courses)  and  (lv)  sets 
forth  policy  and  procedures  for  adequate 
dissemination  of  program  plans  and  evalua¬ 
tions  to  such  parents  and  the  public. 

(20  U.S.C.  1101,  1103,  1231d) 

(3)  Institutional  adoption.  The  extent  to 
which  the  proposed  project  is  designed  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  facilitate  the  adoption 
into  its  overall  Instructional  program  of  suc¬ 
cessful  elements  of  the  project  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  institution  or  agency. 

(20  U.S.C.  1101, 1103) 

|FR  Doc.75-12924  Filed  5-15^  75; 8: 45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
ADULT  EDUCATION 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  that 
the  next  meeting  of  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Adult  Education  will  be 
held  on  June  12-13,  1975,  from  9  am.  to 
5  p.m.,  and  on  June  14,  1975,  from  9  a.m. 
to  1  p.m.,  at  the  Statler  Hilton  Hotel, 
Sixteenth  and  K  Streets  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Hie  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Adult  Education  is  established  under 
Section  311  of  the  Adult  Education  Act 
(80  Stat.  1216.20  U.S.C.  1201) .  The  Coun¬ 
cil  is  directed  to: 

Advise  the  Commissioner  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  general  regulations  and  with  respect 
to  policy  matters  arising  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  this  title,  including  policies  and  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  the  approval  of  State 
plans  under  section  306  and  policies  to  elim¬ 
inate  duplication,  and  to  effectuate  the  co¬ 
ordination  of  programs  under  this  title  and 
other  programs  offering  adult  education  ac¬ 
tivities  and  services. 

The  Council  shall  review  the  administra¬ 
tion  and  effectiveness  of  programs  under 
this  title,  make  recommendations  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto,  and  make  annual  reports  to 
the  President  of  its  findings  and  recom¬ 
mendations  (including  recommendations  for 
changes  in  this  title  and  other  Federal  laws 
relating  to  adult  education  activities  and 
services) .  The  President  shall  transmit  each 
such  report  to  the  Congress  together  with 
his  comments  and  recommendations. 

The  meeting  of  the  Council  shall  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  proposed  agenda 
includes: 

Reports  on  the  Council’s  projects  for  311 
(d) — program  review. 

Parent/Early  Childhood  Education. 

State  Advisory  Councils. 

Adult  Education  Clearinghouse. 

Reports  and  meetings  of  the  Council’s  three 
standing  committees  and  the  Executive 
Committee. 

FY-77  adult  education  appropriations  and 
Council  operational  budget. 

Adult  education  reports  from  USOE  officials. 
Community  education. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  (and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Council  on  Adult  Educa¬ 
tion  located  in  Room  323,  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425  13th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004). 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  12, 
1975. 


Gary  A.  Eyre, 

Executive  Director,  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Adult 
Education. 


| FR  Doc.75-12906  Filed  6-15-76:8:45  am] 


BILINGUAL  EDUCATION  FELLOWSHIPS 

Notice  of  Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of 
Applications 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
the  Bilingual  Education  Act,  as  amended 
(Title  VII  of  the  Elementary  and  Secon¬ 
dary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as  amended 
by  section  105  of  the  Education  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-380,  84  Stat. 
151,  20  U.S.C,  880b) ,  the  Commissioner  of 
Education  hereby  gives  notice  that  ap¬ 
plications  are  being  accepted  from  in¬ 
stitutions  of  higher  education  which  pre¬ 
viously  have  submitted,  and  have  had 
approved  by  the  Commissioner,  a  request 
for  participation  in  the  Bilingual  Educa¬ 
tion  Fellowship  Program  in  accord  with 
notices  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  March  28,  1975  (40  FR  14109)  and 
on  April  10, 1975  (40  FR  16231).  This  no¬ 
tice  covers  applications  during  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year  in  the  award  of  fellow¬ 
ships  to  persons  preparing  to  become 
trainers  of  bilingual  education  teachers. 
Separate  notices  for  submission  of  ap¬ 
plications  for  assistance  under  the  Bi¬ 
lingual  Education  Act  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  12,  1975 
(40  FR  11627)  and  on  April  10,  1975  (40 
FR  16231). 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  Application  Con¬ 
trol  Center  on  or  before  June  10,  1975. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  ap¬ 
plication  sent  by  mail  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Application  Control  Center,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202,  Attention:  13.403.  An  application 
sent  by  mail  will  be  considered  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  time  by  the  Application  Control 
Center  if: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
June  5,  1975,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper 
or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mail 
rooms  in  Washington,  D.C.  (In  estab¬ 
lishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp  of 
such  mail  rooms  or  other  documentary 
evidence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education) . 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  and 
D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  20202.  Hand 
delivered  applications  will  be  accepted 
daily  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.  Washington,  DC.  time,  except 
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Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal  holidays. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  after 
4  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Information  and  forms  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Division  of  Bilingual  Educa¬ 
tion,  Bureau  of  School  Systems,  Office  of 
Education,  Room  3600,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

As  part  of  Public  Law  93-380  (the  Edu¬ 
cation  Amendments  of  1974)  enacted 
August  21,  1974,  the  Commissioner  of 
Education  was  authorized  to  award  fel¬ 
lowships  for  study  in  the  field  of  bilin¬ 
gual  education  teacher  training. 

In  accord  with  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  printed  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  March  12,  1975,  fellowships  will 
be  awarded  by  the  Commissioner  solely 
for  participation  in  programs  previously 
approved  by  him  on  the  basis  of  requests 
for  participation  submitted  in  accord 
with  applicable  law  and  regulations. 

In  awarding  fellowships  to  individuals 
selected  by  him  from  among  those  nomi¬ 
nated  through  the  applications  requested 
by  this  notice,  the  Commissioner  will  be 
guided  by  the  relative  need  for  teachers 
for  programs  of  bilingual  education,  of 
various  groups  of  individuals  with  lim¬ 
ited  English-speaking  ability  and  by 
available  indicia  as  to  the  likelihood  that 
individual  nominees  will,  after  the  fel¬ 
lowship  period,  pursue  a  permanent  ca¬ 
reer  in  bilingual  education  teacher 
training. 

D.  Applicable  regulations.  The  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  this  program  include 
the  Office  of  Education  General  Provi¬ 
sions  Regulations  (45  CFR  Part  100a). 

Amendments  to  the  regulations  for 
Bilingual  Education  Programs  (45  CFR 
Part  123),  were  published  as  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  12,  1975  (40  FR 
11627).  Substantial  changes  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  regulations  in  Part  123  with  respect 
to  conditions  regarding  awards  of  assist¬ 
ance,  activities  which  may  be  assisted, 
priorities  and  criteria  governing  award 
decisions,  post  award  requirements,  and 
other  relevant  matters  were  proposed  in 
such  notice.  Part  123,  as  altered  by  such 
amendments  as  republished  in  final 
form,  will  govern  the  operation  of  the 
program. 

(20  TX.S.C.  860b) 

Dated:  May  12. 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13,403;  Bilingual  Education). 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

[FR  Doc.76-13029  Filed  6-16-76; 8:46  am] 


EMERGENCY  SCHOOL  AID 
Funding  Criteria  and  Reservation  of  Funds 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-12422  appearing  at  page 
20660  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Mon¬ 
day.  May  12, 1975,  on  page  20661  the  sixth 
and  seventh  lines  of  the  second  para¬ 
graph  in  the  middle  column  should  read: 
“this  notice  would  be  impracticable 


NOTICES 

within  the  meaning  5  U.S.C.  553.  Al¬ 
though”. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Physicians  Regarding  Intention  To  Enter 

Into  Agreement  Designating  Professional 

Standards  Review  Organization 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
with  section  1152(f)  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act  and  42  CFR  100.104,  that  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  proposes,  subject  to  satisfactory 
completion  of  the  contract  negotiation 
process,  and  completion  of  required 
changes  in  the  organizational  structure 
and  formal  plan,  to  enter  into  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  New  Hampshire  Founda¬ 
tion  for  Medical  Care  for  the  State  of 
New  Hampshire,  which  area  is  desig¬ 
nated  a  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area  in  42  CFR  101.33. 

The  Secretary  has  determined  that  the 
New  Hampshire  Foundation  for  Medical 
Care  is  qualified  to  assume  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  a  Professional  Stand¬ 
ards  Review  Organization  as  specified  in 
Title  XI,  Part  B  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  The  aforementioned  organization  is 
incorporated  according  to  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  as  a  non¬ 
profit  professional  organization  whose 
membership  is  voluntary  and  comprises 
at  least  25  percentum  of  the  licensed 
doctors  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  en¬ 
gaged  in  active  practice  in  the  State  of 
New  Hampshire. 

As  stipulated  in  its  Articles  of  Incor¬ 
poration,  the  principal  officers  of  the 
New  Hampshire  Foundation  for  Medical 
Care  are: 

x  Name  and  Office  Held 

1.  Paul  J.  Driscoll.  M.D.,  President. 

2.  John  M.  Sherwin,  M.D.,  Vice  President. 

3.  James  P.  Plllird,  M.D.,  Secretary-Clerk. 

4.  A.  Richard  Chase,  Treasurer. 

The  official  address  of  the  corporation 
is  Durham  Road,  Durham,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  03824. 

Any  licensed  doctor  of  medicine  or 
osteopathy  engaged  in  active  practice  in 
the  State  of  New  Hampshire  who  objects 
to  the  Secretary  entering  into  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  New  Hampshire  Founda¬ 
tion  for  Medical  Care  on  the  grounds 
that  this  organization  is  not  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  doctors  in  such  area  may,  on 
or  before  June  16,  1975,  mail  such  ob¬ 
jection  in  writing  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  Professional  Standards  Review,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  P.O.  Box  1588,  FDR  Station,  New 
York,  New  York  10022.  All  such  objec¬ 
tions  must  include  the  physician’s  ad¬ 
dress,  the  location (s)  of  his  office,  his 
signature,  and  a  certification  that  such 
physician  is  engaged  in  the  active  prac¬ 
tice  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  (i.e.,  di¬ 
rect  patient  care  and  related  clinicai  ac¬ 
tivities,  administrative  duties  in  medical 
facility  or  other  health  related  institu¬ 
tion,  and/or  medical  or  osteopathic 
teaching  or  research  activity) . 

Pursuant  to  42  CFR  101.103,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  determined  that  1,152  doctors 
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of  medicine  and  osteopathy  are  engaged 
in  active  practice  in  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire.  In  the  event  that  more  than 
10  per  centum  of  such  doctors  express 
objections  as  described  in  the  preceding 
chapter,  the  Secretary  will,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  42  CFR  101.106,  conduct  a  poll 
of  all  such  doctors  of  medicine  or  os¬ 
teopathy  in  such  area  to  determine 
whether  the  New  Hampshire  Foundation 
for  Medical  Care  is  representative  of 
such  doctors  in  such  area. 

Dated:  May  12,  1975. 

Henry  E.  Simmons, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Health,  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Professional  Standards 
Review. 

[FR  Doc.76-12942  FUed  6-15-75; 8: 45  ami 


PSRO  AREA  I  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
WISCONSIN 

Physicians  Regarding  Intention  To  Enter 

Into  Agreement  Designating  Professional 

Standards  Review  Organization 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
with  section  1152(f)  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act  and  42  CFR  100.104,  that  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  proposes,  subject  to  satisfactory 
completion  of  the  contract  negotiation 
process,  and  completion  of  required 
changes  in  the  organizational  structure 
and  formal  plan,  to  enter  into  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Wisconsin  Professional 
Review  Organization  for  PSRO  Area  L 
which  area  is  designated  a  Professional 
Standards  Review  Organization  area  in 
42  CFR  101.55. 

The  Secretary  has  determined  that  the 
Wisconsin  Professional  Review  Organiza¬ 
tion  is  qualified  to  assume  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  a  Professional  Stand¬ 
ards  Review  Organization  as  specified  in 
Title  XI,  Part  B  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  The  aforementioned  organization  is 
incorporated  according  to  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin,  as  a  nonprofit  pro¬ 
fessional  organization  whose  member¬ 
ship  is  voluntary  and  comprises  at  least 
25  percentum  of  the  licensed  doctors  of 
medicine  or  osteopathy  engaged  in  active 
practice  in  PSRO  Area  I  of  the  State  of 
Wisconsin. 

As  stipulated  in  its  Articles  of  Incor¬ 
poration,  the  principal  officers  of  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Professional  Review  Organiza¬ 
tion  are: 

Name  and  Office  Held 

1.  M.  F.  Huth,  M.D.,  Chairman. 

2.  R.  F.  Jewis,  M.D.,  Vice-Chairman. 

3.  A.  I.  Frelburghouse,  D.O.  Secretary. 

4.  J.  R.  McKenzie,  M.D.,  Treasurer. 

The  official  address  of  the  corporation 
is  330  East  Lakeside  Street,  Madison, 
Wisconsin  53701. 

Any  licensed  doctor  of  medicine  or  os¬ 
teopathy  engaged  in  active  practice  in 
PSRO  Area  I  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
who  objects  to  the  Secretary  entering 
into  an  agreement  with  the  Wisconsin 
Professional  Review  Organization  on  the 
grounds  that  this  organization  is  not 
representative  of  the  doctors  in  such  area 
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may,  on  or  before  June  16, 1975,  mail  such 
objection  in  writing  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  Professional  Standards,  Review,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  P.O.  Box  1588,  FDR  Station,  New 
York,  New  York  10222.  All  such  objec¬ 
tions  must  include  the  physician’s  ad¬ 
dress,  the  location  (s)  of  his  office,  his 
signature,  and  a  certification  that  such 
physician  is  engaged  in  the  active  prac¬ 
tice  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  (Le.,  di¬ 
rect  patient  care  and  related  clinical  ac¬ 
tivities,  administrative  duties  in  mdeical 
facility  or  other  health  related  institu¬ 
tion,  and/or  medical  or  osteopathic 
teaching  or  research  activity) . 

Pursuant  to  42  CFR  101.103,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  determined  that  2963  doctors 
of  medicine  and  osteopathy  are  engaged 
in  active  practice  in  PSRO  Area  I  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin.  In  the  event  that 
more  than  10  per  centum  of  such  doctors 
express  objections  as  described  in  the 
preceding  chapter,  the  Secretary  will,  in 
accordance  with  42  CFR  101.106,  conduct 
a  poll  of  all  such  doctors  of  medicine  or 
osteopathy  in  such  area  to  determine 
whether  the  Wisconsin  Professional  Re¬ 
view  Organization  is  representative  of 
such  doctors  in  such  area. 

Dated:  May  12, 1975. 

Henry  E.  Simmons, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Health,  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Professional  Standards 
Review. 

[TO  Doc.75-12943  Piled  5-15-75:8:45  ami 


OFFICE  OF  THE  REGIONAL  DIRECTOR, 
REGION  V  CHICAGO,  ILLINOIS 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions  and 
Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  1  of  the  Statement  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions  and  Delegations  of  Au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare,  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  is  amended  to  add  under  section 
1E85.2Q  Functions,  the  functions  of  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Regional  Director 
for  Planning  and  Evaluation  and  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor  for  Intergovernmental  Affairs.  The 
amended  statement  reads  as  follows: 

H.  Office  of  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  for  Planning  and  Evaluation 
UE8561). 

1.  Serves  as  a  principal  advisor  to  the 
Regional  Director  in  Identifying  and  di¬ 
recting  activities  to  meet  the  needs  and 
requirements  for  the  planning  and 
evaluation  of  HEW  and  related  Federal, 
State,  local  and  private  human  resources 
programs  within  the  Region. 

2.  Identifies  needs,  opportunities  and 
mechanisms  for  Regional  Office  inter¬ 
agency  coordination  in  planning  and 
evaluation  activities,  in  order  to  better 
accomplish  Regional  Office  goals  and  ob¬ 
jectives. 

3.  Establishes  and  maintains  an  inter¬ 
governmental  issues  identification  and  a 
resolution  process,  in  coordination  with 


the  Assistant  Regional  Director,  Inter¬ 
governmental  Affairs  (ARD/IGA),  and 
with  this  process: 

a.  coordinates  Identification  and 
analysis  of  HEW-related  issues  needing 
policy  clarification,  and  facilitates  resolu¬ 
tion  of  such  issues;  and 

b.  identifies  on  a  geographic  basis 
needs  and  problems  in  the  Region  with  a 
special  emphasis  on  target  and  special 
concern  groups,  and  descriptions  of 
available  resources. 

4.  Establishes  with  the  ARD/IGA  an 
intergovernmental  review  and  comment 
process  in  order  to: 

a.  disseminate  proposed  National 
policies,  legislation  and  regulations  with¬ 
in  the  Region; 

b.  analyze  these  proposals  for  Re¬ 
gional  implications,  especially  in  light 
of  Regional  observations  of  needs;  and 

c.  participate  in  Master  Planning 
Calendar  activities  including  the  for¬ 
ward  planning  process,  development  of 
preliminary  budgets  and  model  State 
legislation. 

5.  Coordinates  an  evaluation  planning 
and  management  process  which: 

a.  provides  an  interface  with  Central 
Office  evaluation  planning  process; 

b.  for  HEW  programs  managed  by  the 
Regional  Office,  identifies  information 
needs  for  Regional  decision-making,  and 
prepares  a  Regional  Office  plan  for  de¬ 
veloping,  implementing  and  utilizing 
evaluation  results; 

c.  identifies  programs  directly  operated 
by  the  RD,  information  needed  to  de¬ 
scribe  programs  progress  and  then  de¬ 
velops  instrument  and  techniques  for 
measuring  progress  in  reaching  program 
goals;  and 

d.  ensures  dissemination  of  evaluation 
results  for  all  DHEW  programs  through¬ 
out  the  Region. 

6.  Works  with  Regional  Agencies  and 
the  Audit  Agency  to  improve  evaluation 
and  monitoring  capabilities  within  the 
Region. 

7.  Assists  the  ARD/IGA  in  developing 
and  monitoring  in  the  implementation  of 
a  Regional  capacity  building  plan.  Iden¬ 
tifies  and  assesses  the  constraints  which 
impede  current  and/or  potential  partici¬ 
pants  from  preparing  effective  program 
designs.  Develops  strategies  for  elimina¬ 
ting  constraints  and  improving  capac¬ 
ities.  Assists  the  ARD/IGA  in  planning 
for  and  monitoring  the  provisions  of 
technical  or  financial  assistance  to  gen¬ 
eral  purpose  governments  in  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  integrated  services  and  man¬ 
agement  systems. 

8.  Establishes,  in  coordination  with  the 
Assistant  Regional  Director  for  Admin¬ 
istration  and  Management  and  ARD/ 
IGA,  procedural  and  substantive  criteria 
for  the  management  review  of  those  proj¬ 
ect  grants  covered  by  the  RDRS  system, 
all  developmental  assistance  programs, 
all  programs  serving  cross-agency  target 
groups  and  agency  efforts  at  reviewing 
State  plans. 

9.  Assists  the  ARD/IGA  in  the  accom¬ 
plishment  of  Regional  manpower  re¬ 
sponsibilities  by  the  Regional  Manpower 
Coordination  Units. 


10.  Directs  and  coordinates  the  Re¬ 
gional  activities  related  to  the  operation 
of  the  Operational  Planning  System. 

I.  Office  of  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  for  Intergovernmental  Affairs 
UE8541). 

1.  Serves  as  a  principal  representative 
to  the  Regional  Director  and  supervises 
a  staff  unit  to  help  accomplish  the  De¬ 
partment’s  Intergovernmental,  technical 
assistance  and  program  coordination 
mission  in  the  Region. 

2.  Serves  as  the  Regional  Director’s 
representative  in  establishing  and  main¬ 
taining  systematic  contacts  with  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Governors,  Congressmen,  State 
legislators,  county  executives  and  May¬ 
ors.  Recommends  alternative  methods 
for  achieving  goals  and  objectives,  ex¬ 
ercising  priorities  and  implementing 
policies  pertaining  to  relationships  with 
State  and  local  general  purpose  govern¬ 
ments. 

3.  As  a  result  of  establishing  a  sys¬ 
tem  for  intergovernmental  contacts,  es¬ 
tablishes  and  maintains  a  process  for  the 
identification  of  intergovernmental  is¬ 
sues;  refers  these  issues  to  the  Regional 
Director,  Assistant  Regional  Director  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation  (ARD/P&E), 
and  the  Regional  Agency  Heads  for 
proper  analysis  and  resolution ;  and  coor¬ 
dinates  the  dissemination  of  information 
on  problems  that  have  been  resolved  to 
State  and  local  governments  and  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  private  interest  groups. 

4.  In  cooperation  with  the  ARD/P&E 
and  Regional  Agency  Heads,  coordinates 
and  monitors  procedures  for  securing 
timely  State  and  local  GPG  review  and 
comment  on  appropriate  policies,  legis¬ 
lation.  and  regulations ;  keeps  Regional 
Office  and  Headquarters  staff  informed 
about  major  current  developments  con¬ 
cerning  major  new  human  resource  leg¬ 
islation  and  policies  at  the  State  and 
local  levels. 

5.  Identifies  and  brings  to  the  attention 
of  the  ARD/PliE,  problems  and  issues  in 
the  States  that  may  be  amenable  to 
DHEW  evaluation  efforts;  facilitate,  in 
coordination  with  the  ARD/P&E,  the 
dissemination  of  significant  human  re¬ 
source  evaluation,  and  monitoring  find¬ 
ings  to  and  from  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments. 

6.  Ensures  that  the  Regional  Office  role 
in  the  implementation  of  DHEW  policies, 
through  such  systems  as  OPS,  is  clearly 
spelled  out  to  State  and  local  general 
purpose  governments.  In  cooperation 
with  the  ARD/P&E,  develops  a  process 
for  disseminating  information  on  opera¬ 
tional  objectives  to  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments  and  special  concerns  groups. 
In  cooperation  with  the  ARD/P&E  and 
the  Regional  Agency  Heads,  attempts  to 
ensure  that  State  and  local  governments 
institute  adequate  mechanisms  for  im¬ 
plementing  major  common  operational 
objectives.  Provides  for  an  exchange  of 
information  and  interface  with  other  De¬ 
partments  where  interdepartmental  ef¬ 
forts  are  required  to  implement  policies. 

7.  Coordinates  the  planning  and  de¬ 
livery  of  technical  assistance  to  assist 
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States  and  local  general  purpose  govern¬ 
ment  In  the  accomplishment  of  common 
program  objectives. 

8.  Develops  and  monitors,  in  coordina¬ 
tion  with  ARD/P&E  and  Regional  Agen¬ 
cies,  implementation  of  a  capacity  build¬ 
ing  plan.  Identifies  and  assesses  the  con¬ 
straints  which  impede  current  and/or 
potential  participants  from  developing 
effective  delivery  systems.  Develops  strat¬ 
egies  for  eliminating  constraints  and 
improving  capacities.  Plans  for  and 
monitors  the  provision  of  technical  or 
financial  assistance  to  general  purpose 
governments  in  the  development  of  in¬ 
tegrated  services  and  management 
systems. 

9.  Participates  from  time  to  time  in 
Interagency  or  interdepartmental  studies 
with  responsibility  for  fact-finding,  anal¬ 
ysis,  and  making  recommendatiohs  to 
top-level  policy-making  officials  about 
National  and  intergovernmental  pro¬ 
gram  planning. 

10.  Provides  guidance  and  staff  sup¬ 
port  to  the  Federal  Regional  Council,  in 
connection  with  operations  and  activities 
that  require  coordination  with  Federal, 
State  and  local  governments.  This  in¬ 
cludes  responsibility  for  maximizing  the 
Federal  Regional  Council’s  potential  for 
Improving  the  quality  and  effectiveness 
of  intergovernmental  operations.  Coor¬ 
dinates  Regional  participation  on  the 
Federal  Executive  Board,  its  committees 
and  task  forces. 

11.  Has  leadership  responsibility  for 
carrying  out  the  Regional  Office  respon¬ 
sibilities  for  the  CETA  program.  Admin¬ 
isters  and  assures  that  the  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  manpower  work  plan  is  being  ac¬ 
complished.  Participates  actively  in  the 
implementation  of  Departmental  policy 
for  CETA  through  the  Regional  Office 
Manpower  Coordinator  and  Regional 
Agency  program-related  staff.  Assures 
and  identifies  the  inter-relationships  of 
DHEW  CETA  activities  with  related  De¬ 
partmental  initiatives  such  as  capacity 
building  and  services  integration. 

12.  Assures  that  DHEW  resources  are 
provided  to  special  concerns  groups,  in¬ 
cluding  Indian  Reservations.  Develops 
and  maintains  systematic  contact  with 
Indian  reservation  tribal  leaders,  and 
the  principal  representatives  of  special 
concerns  groups. 

13.  Ensures  that  the  provisions  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  are 
carried  out.  Monitors  the  preparation  of 
environmental  impact  statements  by  ap¬ 
propriate  agencies. 

Dated:  May  9, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  McFek, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Manage¬ 
ment. 

[FR  Doc.75-12944  Filed  5-15-76:8:45  am] 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
MASSACHUSETTS 
Amendment  to  Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  of  a  hearing  given  April  25, 1975, 
40  FR  18213,  is  hereby  amended.  New 
language  is  indicated  by  Italics. 


NOTICES 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1957, 
71  Stat.  634,  as  amended,  that  a  public 
hearing  of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil 
Rights  will  commence  on  June  16,  1975, 
at  the  John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  2003A,  Government  Center, 
Boston,  Massachusetts.  An  Executive 
Session,  if  appropriate,  may  be  convened 
at  any  time  during  the  hearing. 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  col¬ 
lect  information  concerning  legal  devel¬ 
opments  constituting  a  denial  of  equal 
protection  of  the  laws  uritier  the  Consti¬ 
tution  because  of  race,  color,  religion, 
sex,  or  national  origin  particularly  con¬ 
cerning  public  school  desegregation  and 
equal  educational  opportunity;  to  ap¬ 
praise  the  laws  and  policies  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  with  respect  to  denials 
of  equal  protection  of  the  laws  under  the 
Constitution  because  of  race,  color,  re¬ 
ligion,  sex,  or  national  origin  particu¬ 
larly  concerning  public  school  desegre¬ 
gation  and  equal  educational  opportu¬ 
nity;  and  to  disseminate  information 
with  respect  to  denials  of  equal  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  law  under  the  Constitution 
because  of  race,  color,  religion,  sex,  or 
national  origin  particularly  concerning 
public  school  desegregation  and  equal 
educational  opportunity. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  13, 
1975. 

Arthur  S.  Flemming, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.75-13016  Filed  5-14-76:9:66  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  PAY  COUNCIL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public 
Law  92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  will 
meet  at  2  p.m.  on  Wednesday,  June  11, 
1975.  This  meeting  will  be  held  in  room 
5323  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  building,  1900  E  Street,  NW„  and 
will  consist  of  continued  discussions  on 
the  fiscal  year  1976  comparability  ad¬ 
justment  for  the  statutory  pay  systems 
of  the  Federal  Government. 

The  Chairman  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service 
Commission  is  responsible  for  the  making 
of  determinations  under  section  10(d)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  as 
to  whether  or  not  meetings  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Employees  Pay  Council  shall  be  open 
to  the  public.  He  has  determined  that 
this  meeting  will  consist  of  exchanges  of 
opinions  and  information  which,  if  writ¬ 
ten,  would  fall  within  exemptions  (2)  or 
(5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b).  Therefore,  this 
meeting  will  not  be  open  to  the  public. 
For  the  President’s  Agent. 

Richard  H.  Hall, 
Advisory  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Agent. 

[FR  Doc.75-12907  Filed  5-15-76:8:45  am] 
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COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Availability 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  May  5,  1975  to  May  9,  1975. 
The  date  of  receipt  for  each  statement 
is  noted  in  the  statement  summary.  Un¬ 
der  Council  Guidelines  the  minimum 
period  for  public  review  and  comment 
on  draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments  in  forty-five  (45)  days  from  this 
Federal  Register  notice  of  availability. 
(July  1,  1975).  The  thirty  (30)  day  peri¬ 
od  for  each  final  statement  begins  on  the 
day  the  statement  is  made  available  to 
the  Council  and  to  commenting  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originat¬ 
ing  agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  at  cost  from  the  Environmental 
Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Department  xst  Agriculture 

Contact:  David  Ward,  Acting  Coordinator, 
Environmental  QuaUty  Activities,  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Room  331-E,  Administration  BuUdlng, 
Washington,  D.C.  202^0.  (202  )  447-3853. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft 

Garden  Valley  Planning  Unit,  Boise  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Valley  County.  Boise,  Idaho. 
May  9:  The  statement  refers  to  a  land  use 
plan  for  the  241,600  acre  Garden  Valley  Plan¬ 
ning  Unit  of  Boise  National  Forest.  The  plan 
attempts  to  determine  the  desired  balance 
of  development  and  protection  for  each  man¬ 
agement  unit.  The  most  significant  adverse 
Impact  is  on  fish  and  wildlife.  Livestock  use 
in  and  around  stream  channels  will  remove 
needed  streambank  cover,  cause  streambanks 
to  cave  in,  and  Increase  sedimentation.  Road 
construction,  timber  harvest,  grazing,  and 
campground  development  wUl  have  an  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  aesthetics.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60692.) 

Final 

Aquatic  Weed  Control.  Apache  National 
Forest,  Arizona  and  New  Mexico,  May  5:  Pro¬ 
posed  is  an  aquatic  weed  control  program  for 
five  lakes  on  the  Apache  National  Forest. 
Mechanical  and  chemical  (Diquat)  methods. 
Individually  and  in  combination,  would  be 
used.  The  overabundant  aquatic  vegetation 
is  considered  esthetlcally  unpleasing,  and  in¬ 
terferes  with  the  effective  and  proper  harvest 
of  fishery  resources.  The  statement  indicates 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  impact  to  the 
physical  or  biological  environment.  (62 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  USDA, 
EPA,  State  and  local  agencies,  and  private 
citizens  and  groups.  (ELR  Order  No.  50674.) 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Final 

Winger/Grass  Lake  Power,  Minnesota. 
Polk,  Clearwater,  and  Beltrami  Counties. 
Minn.,  May  8:  Proposed  is  the  granting  of  a 
loan  to  the  Minnkota  Power  Coop,  in  order 
to  finance  36  miles  of  230kV  power  line  from 
Winger.  Minn,  to  the  Grass  Lake  Station 
southeast  of  Wilton.  Minn.  Included  is  an 
additional  18  mUe  section  to  be  constructed 
and  owned  by  the  Otter  Tail  Power  Co.  Ad¬ 
verse  Impacts  will  include  the  cutting  of 
timber,  soil  erosion,  aesthetic  effects,  and 
temporary  construction  disruption,  (two 
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NOTICES 


volumes) .  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  USD  A, 
EPA,  DOT,  FPC,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  50688.) 

Department  op  Defense 

ARMT  CORPS 

Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attn:  DAEN-PAP, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  UJS.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  (202  )  693- 
6861. 

Draft 

Coral vllle  Dam  and  Lake,  Operation,  John¬ 
son  and  Linn  Counties,  Iowa,  May  5:  The 
statement  refers  to  the  operation  of  the 
Coral  vllle  Dam  and  Lake  placed  In  operation 
In  1958.  No  new  construction  or  alterations 
are  planned.  Present  adverse  effects  Include: 
Increases  In  the  water  table  both  above  and 
below  the  lake:  probable  Increases  of  un¬ 
desirable  algae  blooms;  disruption  of  travel 
on  some  secondary  roads  during  flood  stages; 
continued  exlstanoe  of  a  barren  area  between 
conservation  and  flood  pool  levels  which  Is 
aesthetically  unpleasing;  and  a  probable  In¬ 
crease  In  the  frequency  at  which  upstream 
easement  lands  are  Inundated.  (Rock  Island 
District).  (ELR  order  No.  60675.) 

Red  Rock  Dam  and  Lake,  Maintenance, 
several  counties,  Iowa,  May  8:  Proposed  is 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  Red  Rock 
Dam  and  Lake  Red  Rock  which  provides  flood 
protection  and  low-flow  augmentation  down¬ 
stream.  Adverse  Impacts  include  periodic  In¬ 
undation  of  terrestrial  habitat  between  725 
msl  and  780  msl,  an  estimated  4,400  acre-feet 
of  sediment  deposited  In  the  upper  reaches 
of  the  lake,  seasonal  fluctuations  In  Lake 
levels  resulting  In  an  unstable  environment 
for  aquatic  life,  and  period  inundation  of  his¬ 
torical  and  arch aelog leal  sites.  (Rock  Island 
District.)  (ELR  order  No.  50689.) 

Lake  Borgne  Vicinity  Navigation  Projects, 
Louisiana,  May  5:  Proposed  are  navigation 
projects  for  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
Mississippi  River — Gulf  Outlet,  and  Bayou 
Dupre.  La  Loutre.  St.  Malo,  and  Tscloskey,  all 
In  the  vicinity  of  Lake  Borgne,  Louisiana. 
Total  project  length  Is  111.3  miles.  Dredge 
material  will  he  deposited  In  both  contained, 
diked  disposal  areas,  and  to  open  water  to 
Breton  Sound.  Bentlc  habitats  will  be  dis¬ 
rupted,  and  effects  of  resolublllzation  of  pol¬ 
lutants  when  dredged  material  Is  resuspended 
Is  yet  to  be  determined.  (New  Orleans  Dis¬ 
trict.)  (ELR  order  No.  50685.) 

Lake  Pontchartrain  Tributaries,  O  ft  M, 
Louisiana,  May  5:  The  navigation  project 
provides  for  maintaining  channels  of  speci¬ 
fied  dimensions  to  the  Amite  River;  Bayou 
Manchac;  Tlckfaw,  Natalbany,  Ponchatoula, 
Blood  Rivers;  Tangipahoa  River;  Chefuncte 
and  Bouque  Falla;  Bayou  Lacombe;  Bayou 
Bonfouca;  and  Pass  Manchac  to  the  Lake 
Pontchartrain  Basin,  Louisiana.  The  action 
consists  principally  of  maintenance  dredging, 
clearing  and  snagging  operations  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  streams.  Benthic  communities  to 
the  channel  bottom  will  be  disrupted  and 
destroyed  by  dredging,  and  the  terrestrial 
habitat  will  be  destroyed  to  the  diked  land 
disposal  sites.  (New  Orleans  District.)  (ELR 
order  No.  50677.) 

Gulf  Intraooastal  Waterway  Projects, 
Louisiana,  Terrebonne  County,  La.,  May  6: 
The  statement  ooncerns  four  navigation 
projects  for  maintenance  dredging  of  chan¬ 
nels  of  specified  dimensions  In  the  Houma 
Navigation  Canal,  Little  Caillou  Bayou,  Bay¬ 
ous  Grand  Caillou  and  Le  Carpe  (waterway 
from  the  Gulf  Intraooastal  Waterway  to  Ba¬ 
you  Dulse) ,  and  Bayou  Terrebonne.  The  pri¬ 
mary  Impact  of  the  proposed  operation  and 
main  tenancy)  dredging  would  be  the  con¬ 
tinuing  use  of  approximately  7,930  acres  for 


disposal  of  dredged  material.  (New  Orleans 
District.)  (ELR  order  No.  60678.) 

Replacement  of  Vermilion  Lock,  GIWW, 
Vermilion  County,  La.,  May  6:  The  project 
provides  for  construction  of  an  earth -cham¬ 
bered  sector-gated  replacement  lock  to  oper¬ 
ate  to  consonance  with  other  features  to 
assure  efficient  function  of  the  overall  Gulf 
Intraooastal  Waterway  system  and  to  provide 
control  of  marsh  salinities  and  conservation 
of  freshwater  supplies  In  the  project  area.  The 
primary  adverse  impact  Is  the  displacement 
of  332  acres  of  marshland  with  dredged  ma¬ 
terial,  and  the  conversion  of  13  acres  of 
marshland  to  channel  bottom.  (New  Orleans 
District.)  (ELR  order  No.  50686  ) 

Winona  Flood  Control  and  Waterfront  De¬ 
velopment,  Winona  County,  Minn.,  May  5: 
The  statement  refers  to  a  project  for  flood 
control  and  waterfront  development  along 
the  Mississippi  River  at  Winona.  Construc¬ 
tion  of  a  flood  barrier  along  the  riverfront  and 
downstream  portion  of  Winona  would  con¬ 
tinue  as  would  floodplain  regulations.  The 
environment  at  the  area  would  be  adversely 
affected  from  construction  and  Increased 
activity.  (St.  Paul  District.)  (ELR  order  No. 
60671.) 

Pomme  de  Terre  Lake,  Hickory  and  Polk 
Counties,  Mo.,  May  6:  The  statement  con¬ 
cerns  the  continued  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  Pomme  de  Terre  Lake  consisting  of 
water  control  operations,  operation  and 
maintenance  of  recreation  areas,  and  man¬ 
agement  of  project  land  and  water  resources. 
An  adverse  effect  associated  with  the  project 
Is  the  overuse  of  project  facilities  and  lands 
that  has  caused  environmental  damage. 
Other  problems  associated  with  fluctuating 
lake  levels  Include  disruption  of  recreation 
use,  erosion  of  the  lake  shore  and  disruption 
of  the  fish  and  wildlife  use  of  project  lands 
and  waters.  (ELR  order  No.  60668.) 

Rlvergate-North  Portland  Flood  Control, 
Multnomah  County,  Oreg.,  May  5:  Proposed 
Is  the  construction  of  a  levee  system  around 
the  perimeter  of  the  western  end  of  the 
north  Portland  peninsula  Including  earthen 
dikes,  a  flood  wall  section,  and  a  closure 
embankment  to  Columbia  Slough.  One  con¬ 
trolled  outlet  channel  would  be  constructed 
to  regulate  water  levels  In  Smith  and  Bybee 
Lakes.  Recreation  development  Is  also  In¬ 
cluded  in  the  plan.  Adverse  economic  op¬ 
portunity  impacts  may  be  felt  by  the  Colum¬ 
bia  Boulevard  Industries,  and  temporary 
construction  disruption  will  result.  (Port¬ 
land  District.)  (ELR  order  No.  60669.) 

Taqulna  Bay  and  River,  Channels  and 
Breakwaters,  Lincoln  County,  Oreg.,  May  6: 
The  statement  concerns  a  project  for  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  of  the  channels  and 
breakwaters  In  Taqulna  Bay  and  River.  In¬ 
cluded  In  the  plan  Is  Jetty  maintenance, 
channel  construction  and  maintenance,  and 
turning  basin  maintenance.  The  action  will 
alter  ocean  bottom,  estuary  bottom,  some 
wetlands,  and  some  terrestrial  areas  by  dis¬ 
posal  of  dredged  materials  and  will  resuspend 
toxic  substances.  Benthic  organisms  on  476 
acres  of  channel  bottom  win  be  destroyed. 
(Portland  District.)  (ELR  order  No.  60670.) 

Water  Filtration  Plant  Flood  Protection 
(2) ,  Virginia,  May  6:  The  action  Is  flood  pro¬ 
tection  at  the  city  of  Richmond,  Virginia’s 
municipal  water  filtration  plant,  located  west 
of  Richmond  on  the  James  River.  The  pro¬ 
tection  consists  of  modifications  and  addi¬ 
tions  to  approximately  2,100  feet  of  existing 
walls  around  three  sides  of  the  water  filtra¬ 
tion  plant  proper.  One  vehicular  and  two 
railroad  closures  are  required  to  the  protec¬ 
tive  wall.  Construction  disruption  will  re¬ 
sult.  (Norfolk  District )  (ELR  order  No. 
50681.) 

Final 

Sacramento  River,  Bank  Protection  Project, 
Bute,  Glenn,  and  Tehama  Counties,  Calif., 


May  6 :  The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed 
Installation  of  bank  protection  at  intermit¬ 
tent  sites  along  the  Sacramento  River  from 
Chico  landing  to  Red  Bluff.  Adverse  impacts 
include  loss  of  aesthetics,  wildlife,  and  other 
natural  riparian  values  of  the  river.  (Sacra¬ 
mento  District.)  Comments  made  by:  EPA, 
DOI,  DOC,  DOT,  USDA,  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies,  private  citizens  and  groups.  (ELR  order 
No.  60679.) 

Gypsum  Small  Flood  Protection,  Kansas, 
May  5:  Proposed  Is  the  construction  of  a 
small  flood  protection  project  consisting  of  a 
hlghflow  diversion  channel  and  a  levee 
around  Gypsum,  Kansas.  Adverse  impact  in¬ 
clude:  temporary  loss  of  vegetative  cover  at 
the  proposed  borrow  area  and  diversion  chan¬ 
nel;  reduction  of  wildlife  habitat;  temporary 
adverse  effects  due  to  construction  activities; 
relocation  of  one  family;  minor  Inundation  of 
areas  outside  the  levee;  and  loss  of  approxi¬ 
mately  50  acres  of  agricultural  land.  (Kansas 
City  J31strlct.)  Comments  made  by:  USDA, 
HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  order  No. 
60666.) 

Los  Esteros  Dam  and  Lake  Project,  De  Baca 
and  Guadalupe  Counties,  N.  Mex,  May  6: 
Propoeed  Is  the  construction  and  operation 
at  the  Los  Esteros  Dam  Project  for  purposes 
of  flood  control,  sediment  retention,  and  Irri¬ 
gation  water  storage  for  100  years.  Los  Esteros 
Lake  will  be  operated  in  conjunction  with 
Summer  Lake  for  optimum  flood  protection. 
The  project  will  inundate  from  6,550  acres 
to  10,000  acres  due  to  periodic  flooding  and 
will  convert  14  miles  of  free-flowing  stream 
to  slack  water.  (Albuquerque  District.)  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  DOI,  USDA,  DOT,  HEW,  EPA, 
and  State  agencies.  (ELR  order  No.  50680.) 

Department  or  Hod 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  7268, 
451  7th  8treet,  8.W.,  Washington,  DXJ.  20410, 
(202  )  755-6308,  Section  104(h). 

Draft 

Vegas  Heights  Community  Development, 
Las  Vegas.  Nevada,  May  9:  The  project  Is  to 
provide  urbanization  Improvements,  le., 
streets,  curbs,  gutters,  parking  lanes,  side¬ 
walks,  driveways,  and  street  lighting  to  the 
Vegas  Heights  area  of  the  City  of  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada.  The  proposed  project  area  Is  con¬ 
tained  In  the  neighboring  residential  area 
bounded  by  Highland  Avenue  on  the  west. 
Carey  Avenue  on  the  north,  **H"  Street  on 
the  east,  and  Lake  Mead  Boulevard  on  the 
south.  Construction  disruption  will  result. 
(ELR  order  no.  60694.) 

New  England  River  Basins  Commission 
Draft 

8Z  New  England  Water  and  Land  Re¬ 
sources,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island  and 
Connecticut,  May  6:  The  New  England  River 
Basin  Commission  proposes  to  transmit  a 
report  recommending  policies  and  actions  for 
balanced  conservation,  management,  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  water  and  related  land  re- 
ources  of  Southeast  New  England.  The  report 
contains  a  series  of  130  policies  and  struc¬ 
tural  and  non-structural  solutions  In  the  fol¬ 
lowing  areas:  water  supply,  water  quality, 
land  use,  outdoor  recreation,  sport  fishing, 
port  development,  urban  waterfront  use, 
sand  and  gravel  extraction,  flooding  and  ero¬ 
sion.  electrical  power,  petroleum  facilities, 
and  solid  waste  management.  Actions  are  di¬ 
rected  to  all  levels  of  government  and  private 
Interests.  (ELR  order  No.  60676.) 

Nuclsas  Regulatory  Commission 

Contact:  Mr.  A.  Gtambusao,  Director  of 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing,  P-722,  NBC, 
Washington,  D.C.  20655,  (301)  402-7373. 
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Draft 

Perkins  Nuclear  Station,  Units  1-3,  Con¬ 
struction,  Davie  County,  N.C.,  May  7:  Pro¬ 
posed  is  the  issuance  of  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  to  the  Duke  Power  Company  tor  the 
construction  of  the  Perkins  Nuclear  Station 
Units  1,  2,  and  3.  The  units  will  produce 
3817  MWt  and  1280  MWe  each.  Make-up 
water  for  cooling  will  be  drawn  from  and  dis¬ 
charged  to  the  Yadkin  River.  A  total  of  2402 
acres  will  be  used  for  the  FNS  site,  displac¬ 
ing  28  families  from  the  site  proper  and  an¬ 
other  16  families  from  the  Carter  Creek  area. 
Aquatic  organisms  entrained  In  the  service 
water  system  will  be  killed  due  to  thermal 
and  mechanical  shock,  and  there  is  potential 
for  Impingement  of  aquatic  organisms  at  the 
Intake  structure  as  proposed.  (ELR  order  No. 
50683.) 

Final 

Pulton  Generating  Station,  Lancaster 
County,  Pa.,  May  8:  Proposed  is  the  issuance 
of  construction  permits  to  the  Philadelphia 
Electric  Company  for  the  Station.  Two  iden¬ 
tical  high-temperature  gas-cooled  reactors 
(HTGR's)  will  be  employed  to  produce  300 
MWt  each.  A  steam  turbine  generator  will 
convert  this  heat  to  1,120  MWe  (net)  for 
each  unit.  A  closed-cycle,  natural  draft  cool¬ 
ing  tower  system  will  be  utilized,  with  water 
drawn  from  Conowlngo  Pond  at  a  maximum 
(HTGR’s)  will  be  employed  to  produce  3000 
acre  site.  Comments  made  by:  AHP,  USDA, 
DOI,  HEW,  DOC.  PPC,  EPA,  HUD,  USCG, 
COE,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR  order  No. 
50687  ) 

Department  or  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convlsser,  Director. 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  400  7th 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D  C.  20590,  (202) 
426—4357. 

FEDERAL  HICHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Williams  Interstate  Freeway,  1-40,  Coco¬ 
nino  County,  Arlz_  May  B:  The  statement 
concerns  a  6.4  mile  section  of  1-40  approxi¬ 
mately  .5  mile  north  of  the  City  of  Williams, 
Arizona.  The  project  provides  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  two  divided  38-foot  roadways 
with  an  interchange  In  West  Williams  at 
Second  Street  and  three  railroad  overpasses. 
The  facility  will  require  right-of-way  on 
largely  unimproved  land.  (ELR  order  No. 
50691.) 

1-82,  Union  Gap  to  Prosser,  Prosser  Vicin¬ 
ity,  (S) ,  Yakima  and  Benton  Counties,  Wash- 
May  6 :  Part  One  of  the  statement  serves  as  a 
supplement  to  a  final  els  concerning  the  sec¬ 
tion  of  1-82  from  Union  Gap  to  Prosser  and 
Part  Two  serves  as  a  final  to  a  draft  eis  con¬ 
cerning  1-82  In  the  Prosser  Vicinity.  The  en¬ 
tire  segment  will  run  approximately  47  miles 
and  will  displace  families  and  businesses. 
(ELR  order  No.  50667.) 

Final 

SR  38,  Forest  Highway  68,  San  Bernardino 
County,  Calif.,  May  5:  The  project  involves 
the  upgrading  of  Forest  Highway  68,  State 
Route  38  in  the  San  Bernardino  National 
Forest,  San  Bernardino  County.  The  project 
extends  from  the  Forest  Boundary  5.3  miles 
east  to  Forest  Home  Boulevard.  The  plan  in¬ 
cludes  grading,  paving  and  structures  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  a  two-lane,  45  m.p.h.  design 
speed  facility.  Adverse  impacts  Include  nor¬ 
mal  construction  disruptions,  and  slight 
increases  in  noise  levels  at  certain  areas.  (67 
pages.)  Comments  made  by:  DOT,  EPA,  COE. 
USDA,  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  order 
No.  50672.) 

Colorado  Forest  Highway  Route  15,  Gunni¬ 
son  County,  Colo.,  May  8:  The  proposed 
project  will  provide  the  Improvement  of  6.7 


miles  of  substandard  section  from  the  west 
foot  or  bottom  of  McClure  Pasa  southerly  to 
connect  to  the  roadway  along  the  Paonla 
Reservoir  completed  by  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  in  1963.  The  facility  will  provide  an 
all-weather  2-lane  access  road  to  the  North 
Fork  Valley.  The  project  will  require  natural 
resources  such  as  grazing  lands  and  wildlife 
habitat  for  right-of-way,  and  will  result  in 
disruption  of  aesthetics,  vegetation,  fishery, 
and  water  quality  during  construction.  (233 
pages.)  Comments  made  by:  (ELR  order  No. 
50690.) 

1-95,  Russell  Street  to  Hanover  Street  (Sup¬ 
plement)  ,  Baltimore  County,  Md.,  May  6:  The 
statement  Is  a  supplement  to  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statement  filed  with  CEQ 
17  April  1974,  and  Is  In  anticipation  of  the 
design  and  construction  of  a  one-mile  seg¬ 
ment  of  an  8-lane  controlled  access  express¬ 
way  c roesing  over  Middle  Branch  of  the  Pa- 
tap  sco  River  of  the  Baltimore  Harbor.  Dredg¬ 
ing  and  spoil  disposal  will  be  necessary,  and 
an  unspecified  number  of  families  and  busi¬ 
nesses  will  be  displaced.  Comments  made  by: 
EPA,  DOT,  DOI,  State  and  local  agencies. 
(ELR  order  No.  50682.) 

U.S.  45.  Columbus  to  Shannon,  Mississippi, 
May  6:  The  proposed  project  consists  of  relo¬ 
cating  U.S.  45  from  U.S.  82  west  of  Columbus 
to  U.S.  45  at  Shannon,  a  distance  of  approx¬ 
imately  46  miles.  Seven  alternative  relocation 
alignments  are  discussed  in  the  statement. 
There  will  be  displacements  of  families  and 
businesses  no  matter  what  alternative  Is 
chosen.  Comments  made  by:  COE,  USDA, 
EPA,  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  order 
No.  50673.) 

U.S.  Postal  Service 

Draft 

Kennedy  Airport  Air-Mail  Facility,  Queens 
County,  N.Y.,  May  9:  Proposed  is  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  650,000  square  foot  building  at 
the  Kennedy  International  Airport  to  trans¬ 
fer,  process,  and  distribute  air  mall.  The  fa¬ 
cility,  which  will  allow  for  the  consolidation 
at  one  site  the  functions  currently  conducted 
at  three  dispersed  sites,  would  he  constructed 
on  a  20-acre  site  near  the  north  boundary  of 
the  airport.  (71  pages.)  (ELR  order  No. 
50693  ) 

Gary  L.  Widman, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc  75-12879  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am) 


ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Availability 

The  following  list,  filed  with  the  Coun¬ 
cil  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  pur¬ 
suant  to  Council  Guideline  40  CFR  1500.6 
(e) ,  Indicate  those  administrative  actions 
that  USCG  has  determined  will  require 
the  preparation  of  environmental  impact 
statements  under  NEPA. 

Coast  Guard 

DRAFT  (D)  AND  FINAL  (F)  ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT  STATEMENTS  <EIS)  BEING  PRE¬ 
PARED  BY  THE  US.  COAST  GUARD 

DEIS — Proposed  Coast  Guard  Station  at 
Province  town.  Mass,  (revised  DEIS) 

FEIS — For  the  location,  construction  and 
operation  of  the  US.  Coast  Guard  New 
London  Station,  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Center,  and  support  facilities  in  New 
London,  Conn. 

FEIS — Proposed  Lor  an  C  Chain — Gulf  Coast 
DEIS — Proposed  Multi-purpose  facility  at 
Berwick,  LA 

DEIS — Proposed  General  Rules  for  Vessel 
Traffic  System,  Berwick  Bay,  LA 


FEIS — Proposed  Regulations  to  implement 
Title  n,  Ports  and  Waterways  Safety  Act 
of  1972 

FEIS — Proposed  Vessel  Traffic  System,  Hous- 
ton/  Galveston,  TX 

FEIS — Proposed  Loran  C  Cham,  U.8.  West 
Coast,  Gulf  of  Alaska 

DEIS — Point  Reyes  Housing  Sewage  Disposal 
Plan,  CA 

DEIS — Deepwater  Port  Regulations  (revised 
DEIS) 

DEIS — Northbrook  Housing,  IL  (project  may 
be  deleted) 

FEIS — Proposed  Coast  Guard  Station  (Des- 
tin  Station),  Santa  Rosa  Island,  PL 
DEIS — Proposed  Loran  C  Station,  Seneca 
Army  Depot,  NY 

DEIS — Proposed  routes  US  22  highway  bridge 
across  the  Ohio  River  between  Wierton, 
W.  Va.  and  Stubenvllle,  Ohio. 

DEIS — Proposed  Bermont  Street  bridge 
across  the  Kansas  River  at  Lawrence,  Kan¬ 
sas. 

DEIS — Proposed  route  18  highway  bridge 
across  the  Raritan  River  in  New  Brunswick, 
N.J. 

DEIS — Proposed  Calhoun  Street  bridge  acros 
the  Delaware  River  between  Morris ville.  Pa. 
and  Trenton,  NJ. 

DEIS — Proposed  Merrick  Rd.  bridge  across 
Seaford  Creek  In  Mlneola,  N.Y. 

DEIS — Proposed  ramps  for  the  downtown  ex¬ 
pressway  to  the  1-96  highway  bridge  across 
the  James  River  In  Richmond,  Va. 

FEIS — Proposed  highway  bridge  across  Sta¬ 
tion  Creek  for  access  to  a  planned  resi¬ 
dential  development  on  St.  Phillip  Island 
in  Beaufort  County,  8.C. 

DEIS — Proposed  78th  Ave.  bridge  across  the 
Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway  in  Seminole 
Beach,  Florida. 

DEIS — Proposed  James  Point  bridge  across 
the  St.  John  River  in  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
DEIS — Proposed  highway  bridge  across  the 
Calcasieu  Lake  in  Cameron,  Louisiana. 
DEIS — Proposed  highway  bridge  acroas  the 
Hog  Bayou  In  Grand  Chenlere,  Louisiana. 
DEIS — Proposed  highway  bridge  across  the 
Wolf  River  in  Fremont,  Wisconsin. 

FEIS — Proposed  replacement  of  the  Dum¬ 
barton  Bridge  across  San  Francisco  Bay, 
San  Mateo  and  Alameda  Counties,  Califor¬ 
nia. 

NEGATIVE  DECLARATIONS  PREPARED  AND  PILE*  IN 
COAST  GUARD  HEADQUARTERS  DURING  THE 
FIRST  QUARTER  OF  CY  1®TS 

Construct  11  single  family  dwellings  in 
Springs,  East  Hampton,  Suffolk  County,  Long 
Island,  NY. 

Amend  Title  46  CFR  to  require  Improved 
structural  fire  protection  of  tank  ships,  and 
to  require  inerting  of  cargo  tanks  In  tank 
ships  of  100,000  deadweight  tons  (DWT)  and 
over  and  combination  carriers  of  50,000  DWT 
and  over. 

Proposed  Coast  Guard  Station,  Monterey. 
CA. 

Proposed  rehabilitation  of  Coast  Guard 
Base.  Charleston,  SC. 

Proposed  Replacement  of  M/V  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  at  USCG  Fire  and  Safety  Test  Facility, 
Mobile,  Ala. 

NEGATIVE  DECLARATIONS  FOB  FINAL 
BRIDGE  PERMIT  ACTIONS 

Permit 

Project,  waterway,  location:  No. 

Plantation  Isles,  Plantation,  Brow¬ 
ard  County,  Fla _ 103-74 

Huntington  Harbor,  Huntington 

Beach,  Calif -  42-74 

Bayou  Tigris,  White  Castle,  La - 138-74 

London  Bridge  Creek,  Virginia 

Beach.  Ve _  99-74 

Taunton  River,  Taunton,  Mase — _  61-74 

James  River,  Newport  News,  Va -  44-72 

Asaiscunk  Creek,  Burlington  Co., 

VJ  . 127-74 
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Permit 

Project,  waterway,  location — Con,  No. 

Taylor  Bayou,  Tex - 129-73 

Unnamed  Canal,  Kitty  Hawk,  N.C_  161-74 
Appomattox  River,  Petersburg,  Va_  82-74 
Bayou  Boeuf,  Kralmer,  La.,  8R 

807  . . - . 149-74 

Butler  Mill  Branch,  Seaford,  Del —  142-74 
Unnamed  Canal,  North  Key  Largo, 

Fla.. _ _ 181-74 

Glen  Creek,  Kennebunkport, 

Maine _ - _ ... - 116-74 

Rockland  Key  Channel,  Key  West, 

Fla . . 106-74 

Nottoway  River,  Courtland,  Va -  21-73 

Hackensack  Rlvr,  Snake  Hill,  N.J—  91-71 

Henrys  Creek,  Byrd  ton,  Va -  60-74 

Missouri  River  (mile  780.4)  Sioux 

City,  Iowa -  13-76 

Black  Creek,  Burlington  County, 

NJ  _ _ - .  42-70 

Taylor  Bayou  Out  Pall  Canal,  Port 

Arthur,  Tex -  61-74 

Whiskey  Bay  Pilot  Channel,  Ra- 

m&h,  La _ - _ - _ 163—74 

Imperial  River  (mile  2.8)  Bonita 

Springs,  Fla - 169-74 

Cedar  Bayou  (mile  7.3)  Baytown, 

Tex _ - _ - — -  83—71 

Pruitts  Canal,  Port  St.  Lucie,  Fla —  117-74 
Big  Sandy  River,  Levlsa  Fork,  Allen, 

Ky _ -  10-71  a 

Trinity  River,  Ro mayor,  Tex -  30-76 

Smith  Creek  (The  Hague) ,  (mile 

0.2)  Norfolk,  Va - 175-70 

Tombigbee  River  (mile  204)  De- 

mopolls,  Ala _ 164-70 

Bwinomish  Slough,  LaConner, 

Wash  _ _ - _ —  231—68 

Willamette  River  (mile  162.8)  Har¬ 
risburg,  Oreg -  24-76 

Normandy  Waterway  (Bay  Drive) 

Miami  Beach,  Fla -  16-75 

Cypress  Waterway  (South  Fork)  Ft. 

Lauderdale,  Fla -  17-75 

TCtmlraskin.  River  (mile  1.8)  Roots, 

Ill _ 89-71 

Hastings  Slough  Contra  Costa  Co., 

Calif _  *-75 

Normandy  Waterway,  Biarritz  Dr. 

Miami  Beach  Fla -  14-76 

Hammock  Creek,  (8outh  Fork)  Ari- 

peka  Fla _ 171-70 

Wabash  River  (mile  271.2)  Coving¬ 
ton,  Ind _  8-78 

Cedar  Creek  (mile  1.4)  Jacksonville, 

Fla _  6-76 

GIWW  High  Island,  Tex _  46-70 

Cape  Island  Creek  Cape  May,  NJ —  13-71 

Black  Creek  Borden  town  Creek,  NJ.  42-70 
Bayou  Plaquemlne  (mile  10.5)  Pla- 

quemine.  La - 160-74 

Cedar  Creek  Ditch  Hobucken,  NC —  160-74 
Chicago  S  &  S  Canal  (mile  24.0) 

Chicago,  Ill - 151-74 

Pablo  Creek,  Cut  Creek  and  Cut 
Creekbranch  J.  Turner  Butler 

Blvd.  Duval  Co.,  Fla - 162-74 

Abseoon  Creek,  Ohio  Ave.  Absecon, 

NJ  . 184-74 

Bayou  Liberty  (mile  2.0)  Slidell, 

La . . 160-71 

London  Bridge  Creek  Virginia 

Beach,  Va _ -  141-74 

Ohio  River  Cincinnati,  Ohio _ 163-68 

8t.  Armands  Key  Sarasota,  Fla - 123-74 

Port  Madison  Bay  Port  Madison, 

Wash  _ 116-74 

Taylor  Creek  Ft.  Pierce,  Fla -  12-70 

Largo  Bound  Key  Largo,  Fla -  60-73 

Big  Sandy  River  (Levisa  Fork) ,  Ivel, 

Ky _ 167-68 

Phillip  pi  Creek,  Proctor  Road  Sara¬ 
sota,  Fla -  69-74 

Simmons  Bayou  Port  St.  Joe,  Fla —  188-71 
Gary  L.  W  id  man. 
General  Counsel. 
|FR  Doc.76-12880  Filed  6-15-75;8:45  am) 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 
PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Notice  of  Proposed  Addition 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85  Stat. 
79,  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  commodities  to  Procurement  List 
1975,  November  12,  1974  (39  FR  39964). 

CLASS  6230 

Desk  Light  0230-00-299-7771 

Comments  and  views  regarding  these 
proposed  additions  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  not  later  than  June  16,  1975. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Se¬ 
verely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-12927  Filed  6-16-75; 8: 45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  373-3;  OPP-32000/250  [ 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)(1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (F1FRA) ,  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  registra¬ 
tion,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information  shown 
below.  The  labeling  furnished  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Room  EB-31,  East  Tower,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  July  15,  1975,  any  person 
who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  applicant,  (b) 
believes  that  data  he  developed  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21, 
1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  applica¬ 
tion  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  desires 
to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation  under 
section  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such  use  of  his 
data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve  his  right 
to  have  the  Administrator  determine  the 
amount  of  reasonable  compensation  to 
which  he  is  entitled  for  such  use  of  the 
data,  must  notify  the  Administrator  and 
the  applicant  named  in  the  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  his  claim  by  certified 
mail.  Notification  to  the  Administrator 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Information 
Coordination  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  (WH-569) ,  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 


ton,  D.C.  20460.  Every  claimant  must  in¬ 
clude,  at  a  minimum,  the  information 
listed  in  the  interim  policy  of  November 
19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  In  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  days  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according  to 
normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims  are 
received  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
applicants  against  whom  the  claims  are 
asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alterna¬ 
tives  available  under  the  Act.  No  claims 
will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA  adjudi¬ 
cation  which  are  received  after  July  15, 
1975. 

Dated;  May  8,  1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr„ 
Director,  Registration  Division. 


Applications  Received  (Opp-32000/260) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  8111-5.  Aero  Industries,  Inc., 
Box  282,  Emmetaburg  IA  60536.  AERO-FOG 
THERMAL  AEROSOL  INSECTICIDE  PYRE- 
THRIN.  Aotlve  Ingredients:  Pyrethrln 
080%;  Technical  Plperonyl  Butoxide 
(Equivalent  to  0.48%  (butylcarbltyl)  (6- 
propylplperonyl)  ether  and  0.12%  related 
compounds)  0.60%;  N-Octyl  bicycloheptene 
dlcarboximide  1.00%;  Mineral  Seal  OH 
73.10%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Added  use.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  35909-E.  Associated  Water 
Conditioners,  Inc.,  Route  202,  Mt.  Kemble 
Ave.,  Morristown  NJ  07960.  BIOCIDE  464. 
Active  Ingredients:  N- Alkyl  (60%  C14, 
40%  C12,  10%  C16)  dimethyl  benzyl  am¬ 
monium  chloride  10%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM31 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  651-EOT.  Baird  &  McGuire, 
Inc.,  South  St.,  Holbrook  MA  02343.  ROACH 
SPRAY  CONTAINS  BAYGON.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  o-Isopropoxyphenyl  methylcar- 
bamate  1.0%;  Isoparafilnio  hydrocarbons 
83.7%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  6667-OL.  Barrett  Chem.  Co., 
Inc.,  H  Si  Luzerne  Sts.,  Philadelphia  PA 
19124,  BARRETT’S  DISINFECTANT 
CLEANER  NO.  14.  Active  Ingredients: 
Didecyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride 
2.5%;  Tetrasodlum  ethylenedl&mine  tetra¬ 
acetate  2.0%;  Sodium  carbonate  1.5%, 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  4543-0.  Chemley  Products 
Co.,  PO  Box  North  Town  Station,  Chicago 
IL  60659.  NO  SCALD  ETHOXYQUIN  CON¬ 
CENTRATE  “250”.  Active  Ingredients: 
Ethoxyquln  65.5.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM 26 

EPA  Reg.  No.  239-739.  Chevron  Chemical 
Co.,  940  Hensley  St.,  Richmond  CA  94804. 
ORTHO  MALATHION  60  INSECT  SPRAY. 
Active  Ingredients:  Malathion  (0,0-dl- 
methyl  dlthlophosphate  of  diethyl  mer- 
captosucclnate)  60%;  Aromatic  Petroleum 
Derivative  Solvent  83%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(o)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM16 
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EPA  Pile  Symbol  729-AA.  Gulf  Oil  Corp., 
Gulf  Bldg.,  Houston  TX  77002.  GULF- 
SPRAY  WASP  AND  HORNBT  KILLER 
FORMULA  1.  Active  Ingredients:  (5* 
Benzyl -3-furyl)  methyl  2,2-dlmethyl-3-(2- 
methylpropenyl )  cyclopropsnecarboxylate 
0.250%;  Related  compounds  0.094%;  Aro¬ 
matic  petroleum  hydrocarbons  0.331%; 
Petroleum  distillates  53.376%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  Pile  8ymbol  729-AI.  Gulf  Oil  Corp. 
GULFSPRAY  WASP  AND  HORNET  KILL¬ 
ER.  Active  Ingredients:  ( 5-Benzyl-3- 
furyl)  methyl  2.2-dlmethyl-3- (2-methyl 
propenyl)  cyclopropane  carboxylate 
0.150%;  Related  compounds  0.020%; 
Aromatic  petroleum  hydrocarbons  0.199%; 

2-  ( 1-methylethoxy )  phenol  methyl  car¬ 
bamate  0.500%;  Petroleum  distillates 
53.098%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM  17 

EPA  File  Symbol  729-AT.  Gulf  Oil  Corp. 
GULFSPRAY  WASP  AND  HORNET  KILL¬ 
ER  FORMULA  11.  Active  Ingredients: 
(5-Benzyl-S-furyl)  methyl  2,2-dimethyl- 

3-  (2-methyl  propenyl)  cyclopropane  car¬ 

boxylate  0.150%;  Related  compounds 
0.020%;  Aromatic  petroleum  hydrocarbons 
0.199%;  2-(  1-methylethoxy)  phenol 

methyl  carbamate  0.500%;  Petroleum  dis¬ 
tillates  53.09%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  407-GOE.  Imperial  Inc., 
PO  Box  423.  Shenandoah  IA  51601.  IM¬ 
PERIAL  DORMANT  SPRAY  OIL.  Active 
Ingredients:  Petroleum  Oils  90%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM13 

EPA  File  Symbol  3417-EE.  Mission  Chemical 
Co.,  4990  Naples  St..  San  Diego  CA  92110. 
PAL-O-CLEAN.  Active  Ingredients:  n- 
alkyl  (50%  C14,  40%  C12,  10%  C16)  di¬ 
methyl  benzyl  ammonium -chloride  4.8%; 
Sodium  carbonate  3.5%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  3417-ER.  Mission  Chemical 
Co.,  4990  Naples  St.,  San  Diego  CA  92110 
BACTOLL  FORMULA  A.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  n-Alkyl  (50%  C14,  40%  02.  10% 
C16)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chloride 
5.0%;  Tetra  sodium  salt  of  ethylene  di¬ 
amine  tetraacetlc  acid  2.3%;  Sodium  car¬ 
bonate  2.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3125-302.  Chemagro  Agricul¬ 
tural  Div.,  of  Mobay  Chemical  Corp..  Box 
4913,  Kansas  Ctty  MO  64120.  MORESTAN 
25%  WETTABLE  POWDER  MITICIDE — 
FUNGICIDE  IN  WATER  SOLUBLE  PACK¬ 
ETS.  Active  Ingredients:  8-Methyl-l,3- 
dlthlolo|  4,5-b]  qulnoxalin  -  2  -  one  25%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Republished: 
Added  use.  PM13 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1839-27.  Onyx  Chemical  Co., 
Dlv.  of  Mlllmaster-Onyx  Corp.,  190  War¬ 
ren  St.,  Jersey  City  NJ  07302.  BTC  50  U.S.P. 
CONCENTRATED  GERMICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (50%  C12,  30%  C14, 
17%  C16,  3%  C18)  Dimethyl  Benzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlorides  50%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  9(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1839-55.  Onyx  Chemical  Co., 
Div.  of  MUlmaater-Onyx  Corp,  190  Warren 
St.  Jersey  City  NJ  07302.  BTC-2125M— F40 
CONCENTRATED  GERMICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14.  30%  Cl«, 
5%  C12.  5%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammo¬ 
nium  chloride  20%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12. 32% 
C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium 
chloride  20%.  Method  of  8upport:  Appli¬ 


cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM  31 

EPA  File  Symbol  11525-EO.  Peterson/Puritan , 
Inc,  Danville  IL  61832.  P/P  INSECTICIDE 
NO.  7.  Active  Ingredients :  Isopropyl  Al¬ 
cohol  0.500%;  2.2-Dlchlorovlnyl  Dimethyl 
Phosphate  0.460%.  Related  Compounds 
0.040%;  (5-Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl  2 ,2 -di¬ 
methyl  -  3  -  (2  -  methylpropenyl )  cyclopro¬ 
pane  carboxylate  0.250%;  Related  Com¬ 
pounds  0.034%;  Aromatic  Petroleum  Hy¬ 
drocarbons  0.332%;  Petroleum  Distillates 
18.250%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(e)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM  13 

EPA  Reg.  No.  5009-4.  Tretolite,  Div.  of  Petro- 
lite  Corp,  369  Marshall  Ave,  St.  Louis  MO 
63119.  X-CIDE  320  INDUSTRIAL  BACTE¬ 
RICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Alkyl-1 ,3-pro- 
pylenc  diamine  acetates  (Alkyl-Octyl  8%; 
Decyl  9  i;  Dodecyl  47%;  Tetradecyl  18%; 
Hexadecyl  8%;  Octadecyl  6%;  Octadecenyl 
5%)  42.41%;  Isopropanol  9.61%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(a)  of  interim  policy.  Republished:  Added 
new  uses.  PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  655-LGE.  Prentiss  Drug  & 
Chemical  Co,  Inc,  363  Seventh  Ave,  New 
York  NY  10001.  PRENTOX  PYRONYL 
POULTRY  HOUSE  &  BARN  ULV  FLY 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns 
2.00%;  Piperonyl  Butoxide,  Technical 
(Equivalent  to  3.20%  (Butylcarbityl)  (6- 
propylplperonyl)  Ether  and  0.80%  related 
compounds)  4.00%;  N-octyl  bicyclohep- 
tene  dicar boximide  6.66%;  Petroleum  Dis¬ 
tillates  87.34%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  10410-E.  Protex  Wax  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc,  1225  48th  Ave,  Oakland  CA 
94601.  COMMERCIAL  DISINFECTANT 
CLEANER.  Active  Ingredients:  Dldecyl  di¬ 
methyl  ammonium  chloride  2.5%;  Tetra- 
sodium  ethylenedlamine  tetraacetate  2.0%; 
Sodium  Carbonate  1.6%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  201-GIU.  Shell  Chemical 
Co,  A  Dlv.  of  Shell  Oil  Co,  Shell  Tower, 
Houston,  TX  77001.  SHELL  CYCLO  SOL  81 
HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Aromatic 
Petroleum  naphtha  100%.  Republished: 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  rather  than  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  36739-R.  Stnton  Supply  Co, 
Ine,  204  E.  Sample  St,  S.  Bend  IN  46623. 
SINCO  POOL-ADE  SUPER  SHOK.  Active 
Ingredients:  Sodium  Hypochlorite  12.5%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  Reg.  No.  476-2149.  Stauffer  Chemical  Co, 
1200  S.  47th  St,  Richmond  CA  94804.  CLE- 
NESCO  CLEAR.  Active  Ingredients:  N- 
Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  5%  CIS) 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  5%; 
N-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl 
ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides  5%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(e)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  36246-R.  Superior  Chemical 
Products  Co,  220  Hubbard  Rd,  Youngs¬ 
town  OH  44506.  JANUS  ALGICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients;  Methyldodecylbenzyl  trl- 
methyl  ammonium  chloride  S%;  methyl  - 
dodecytxylylene  bis  (trlmethyl  ammonium 
chloride)  2%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  10292-EL.  Venus  Labora¬ 
tories,  1026  Industrial  Dr.  BensenvUle  IL 
60106.  DAIRY  CATTLE  SPRAY  990.  Active 
Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns  0.05%;  Piperonyl 
butoxide,  technical  (Consists  of  0.08%  (bu¬ 
tylcarbityl)  ( 6  -propylptpercmyl )  ether  and 
0.02%  other  related  compounds)  0.10%; 


N-octyl  bicyclotaeptene  dicar  boximide 
0.16%;  Dl-n-propyl  lsoclncnomeronate 
0.20%;  Petroleum  distillate  99.49%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 
EPA  File  Symbol  6231-0.  Wes-Tex  Chemical 
Co,  287  E.  3rd.  St,  ML  Vernon  NY  10550. 
WES-TEX  BAK TRI-SIDE  THE  MODERN 
SANITIZER,  DEODORANT.  Active  ingre¬ 
dients:  n-Alkyl  (50%  C14,  40%  C12,  10% 
C16)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chloride 
10%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 
EPA  File  Symbol  769-VLE.  Woolfolk  Chem¬ 
ical  Works,  Inc,  PO  Box  938.  Fort  Valley 
GA  31030.  SECURITY  4%  DIAZ  IN  ON  DU8T. 
Active  Ingredients:  0,0-diethyl,  0-(2-lso- 
propyl-6-methyl-4-pyrimldlnyl)  phosphor - 
othloate  4.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM15 

(FR  Doc.75-12738  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


[FRL  373-4;  OPP-32000/251] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (d) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Roden ticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  registra¬ 
tion,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information 
shown  below.  The  labeling  furnished  by 
applicant  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Room  EB-31,  East  Tower,  401  M 
Street  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  July  15,  1975,  any  person 
who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  applicant,  (b) 
believes  that  data  he  developed  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21, 
1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  appli¬ 
cation  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  de¬ 
sires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensa¬ 
tion  under  section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such 
use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  pre¬ 
serve  his  right  to  have  the  Administra¬ 
tor  determine  the  amount  of  reasonable 
compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for 
such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the 
Administrator  and  the  applicant  named 
In  the  notice  in  the  Fkmolal  Register  of 
his  claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification 
to  the  Administrator  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Information  Coordina¬ 
tion  Section,  Technical  Services  Divi¬ 
sion  (WH-569) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams,  401  M  Street,  SW,  Washington 
DC  20460.  Every  such  claimant  must  In¬ 
clude,  at  a  minimum,  the  information 
listed  in  the  interim  policy  of  November 
19, 1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2  (b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
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2(c)  application  will  be  processed  ac¬ 
cording  to  normal  procedure.  However, 
if  claims  are  received  within  the  60  day 
period,  the  applicants  against  whom  the 
claims  are  asserted  will  be  advised  of 
the  alternatives  available  under  the 
Act.  No  claims  will  be  accepted  for  pos¬ 
sible  EPA  adjudication  which  are  re¬ 
ceived  after  July  15,  1975. 

Dated:  May  8. 1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 
Applications  Received  (Opp — 32000/251) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  4876-LO.  “AG”  Supply  Co  , 
Dlv.  of  Seed  Kem  Inc.,  Industrial  Dr.,  Hop¬ 
kinsville  KT  42240.  SNAIL  AND  SLUG 
PELLETS.  Active  Ingredients:  4- (Methyl - 
thlo)  -3,5-xylyl  methylcarbamate  2.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM12 
BP  A  Pile  Symbol  8612-IA.  B  &  G  Co.,  PO  Box 
20372,  Dallas  TX  76220.  B  &  G  BGC-8 
TKRMTTICIDE  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCEN¬ 
TRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Technical 
Chlordane  (Equivalent  to  43.2%  octa- 
chloro  -  4,7-methanotetrahydrolndane  and 
28.8%  related  compounds)  72.0%;  Petro¬ 
leum  Distillate  21.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM15 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  34773-A.  Chem  Tech  Re¬ 
sources  Inc.,  PO  Box  24440,  DaUas  TX 
76224.  MWK-3  NON-SELECTTVE  WEED 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Manuron 
[  3-  ( p-chlorophenyl )  -  1,1  dlmethylureaj 
trlchloroacetate  3.19%;  Aromatic  Petro¬ 
leum  Derivative  91.67%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
In  term  policy.  PM25 

EPA  Reg.  No.  239-2360.  Chevron  Chem.  Co., 
904  Hensley  St.,  Richmond  CA  94804. 
ORTHO  ANT,  ROACH  &  SPIDER  SPRAY. 
Active  Ingredients :  Methylethoxylphenyl 
methylcarbomate  1D%;  Petroleum  Distil¬ 
late  82.3%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM12 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  36335-R.  Complex  Chem. 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  790,  Tallulah  LA  71282. 
ATRAZINE  TECHNICAL.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Atrazlne  (2  -  chloro  -  4  -  ethyl- 
amino  -  6  -  isopropylamino  -  2  -  triazlne) 
96%;  Related  active  triazlne  compounds 
6%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM26 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  36458-R.  Farmco  Steel  & 
Chem.,  Inc.,  17  NO.  Military  Trail,  W.  Palm 
Beach  PL  33406.  FARMCO  STEEL  &  CHEM¬ 
ICALS  VEGETATION  KILLER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Prometon:  2,4 -bis  ( isopropyl- 
amino)  -  6  -  methoxy  -  a  -  triazlne  3.73%; 
Petroleum  distillate  81.04%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM25 
EPA  File  Symbol  2342  0AA  Kerr-McOee 
Chem.  Corp.,  Kerr-McGee  Center,  Okla¬ 
homa  City  OK  73126.  GRO-TONE  LAWN 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  Dieldrln 
(8.60%  Hexachlore  -  epoxy  -  octahydro- 
dimethano  naphthalene  plus  0.98%  related 
compounds)  6.68%;  Toxaphene  (Technical 
chlorinated  camphene  containing  67-69% 
Chlorine)  6.68%;  Xylene  82.63%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM15 
EPA  File  Symbol  569-TN.  Haver-Lockhart 
Labs.,  Dlv.  of  Bayvet  Corp.,  PO  Box  390, 
Shawnee  Mission  ks  66201.  SENDRAN 
TICK  AND  FLEA  DIP  CONCENTRATE  FOR 
DOGS  AND  CATS.  Active  Ingredients: 
O-Ieopropoxyphenyl  methylearbamate  8%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM12 


EPA  File  8ymbol  27670-G.  Paddock  Pool  Con¬ 
struction  Co.,  6626  E.  Thomas  Rd  ,  Scotts¬ 
dale  AZ  86261.  PAD  CHEM.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Sodium  Dlchloro-s-trlazinetrlone 
100%.  Method  of  8upport:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM  34 

EPA  File  Symbol  27570-E.  Paddock  Pool 
Construction  Co.,  PAD  ALGAE  KILL.  Active 
Ingredients:  Trichloro  -  s  -  triazinetrione 

100%.  Method  of  Support.  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  27570-R.  Paddock  Pool 
Construction  Co.,  PAD  TABLETS.  Active 
Ingredients:  Triohloro  -  s  -  triazinetrione 
100%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  541-ELE.  Puritan  Chem. 
Co.,  PO  Box  93247,  Atlanta  GA  30318. 
PURITAN  #6460.  Active  Ingredients:  n- 
Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  6%  C18) 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
4.6%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  di¬ 
methyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
4.6%;  Tetrasodium  ethylenediamine  tetra¬ 
acetate  2.0%;  Sodium  Carbonate  4.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  11468-L.  Schaefer  Chem. 
Products  Co.,  3000  Carrollton  Rd„  Saginaw 
MI  48604.  POOLTREET  CONCENTRATE 
ALGAECIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl 
(50%  C14,  40%  C12,  10%  C16)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chloride  60%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  1842-ETI.  Triangle  Chem. 
Co.,  PO  Box  4628,  206  Lower  Elm  St.,  Macon 
GA  31208.  TRIANGLE  10%  PARATHION 
GRANULES.  Active  Ingredients:  Parathton 
(O.O-diethyl  O-p-nitrophenyl  thiophos- 
phate)  10%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  11656-LE.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Inc.,  c/o  8hell  Chem.  Co.,  Suite 
200,  1026  Conn.  Ave.  NW,  Washington  DC 
20036.  DIPEL  SULFUR  320-40  DUST  IN¬ 
SECTICIDE  FUNGICIDE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 


ents:  Bacillus  thuringlensis,  Berliner,  Po¬ 
tency  of  320  International  Units  per  mg. 
[at  least  600  thousand  viable  spores  per 
mg.  (Equivalent  to  potency  of  146  million 
International  Units  per  pound  of  this  prod¬ 
uct)  ]  0.064%;  Sulfur  40.000%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM  17 
EPA  File  Symbol  11656-LU.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Ine.  DIPEL  160  DUST  INSECTI¬ 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Bacillus  thur¬ 
inglensis.  Berliner,  Potency  of  320  Inter¬ 
national  Units  per  mg.  [at  least  0.5  billion 
viable  spores  per  g.  (Equivalent  to  potency 
of  0.16  billion  International  Units  per 
pound  of  this  product)  ]  0.064%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM17 
EPA  File  Symbol  11666  LG.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Inc.  DIPEL  SULFUR  160-75  DUST 
INSECTICIDE  FUNGICIDE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Bacillus  thuringlensis,  Berliner,  Po¬ 
tency  of  320  International  Units  per  mg. 
[at  least  0.6  billion  viable  Bpores  per  g. 
(Equivalent  to  potency  of  0.16  billion  In¬ 
ternational  Units  per  pound  of  this  prod¬ 
uct)  ]  0.064%;  Sulfur  76.000%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM17 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

ENERGY  SUPPLY  AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL  COORDINATION 

Notice  of  Intention  To  Issue  Prohibition 
Orders  to  Certain  Powerplants 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
c‘FEA”)  hereby  gives  notice  of  its  in¬ 
tention  to  issue  prohibition  orders,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authorities  granted  it  by 
section  2  of  the  Energy  Supply  and  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Coordination  Act  of  1974 
(ESECA)  and  in  accordance  with  10  CFR 
Parts  303  and  305,  to  the  following 
powerplants : 


Docket  No. 

Owner 

Powerplant 

No. 

Generating 

station 

Location 

OF  U  026 _ 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.. 

_ ___ 

1  Morgantown _ 

. .  Newburg,  Md. 

OFU-027 . 

. do . 

2  .. 

.-do . 

Do. 

0  F  U  -028 

OFU-029 

4  .. 

Do.' 

OFU-030  ..  . 

5  .. 

...do . 

Do. 

OFU-031..  . 

8 

...do _ 

Do. 

OFU-032  .. 

do 

1  Yorktown _ 

OFU-033  ..  .. 

2  .. 

...do . 

Do. 

OFU-084 . 

1  Portsmouth _ 

..  Chesapeake,  Va. 

OFU-036  . 

2  .. 

0FU-086 . 

3  .. 

...do. . 

Do. 

OFU-087 . 

4  .. 

..do . . 

Do. 

OFU-038 

..  Baltimore,  Md 

OFU-039 

2 

Do. 

OFU-040  . 

Do. 

OF  U  -041 . 

6  .. 

Do. 

OFC-042  .  .. 

1  Waimer . . 

Do. 

OFTT-043 

2  __ 

Do. 

OFU-044 

..  Wilmington,  Del. 

OFU-046 

2  .. 

Do. 

OFU-046 

3 

8  .. 

...do . 

Do. 

OFU-017 . 

4  .. 

...do . 

Do. 

FEA  hereby  also  gives  notice  of  the 
opportunity  for  oral  and  written  presen¬ 
tation  of  data,  views,  and  arguments  on 
these  proposed  prohibition  orders. 

The  proposed  orders  would  prohibit  the 
powerplants  listed  above  from  burning 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as 
their  primary  energy  source. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  a  prohibition  order 
to  a  powerplant,  section  2  of  ESECA  re¬ 


quires  that  FEA  make  certain  findings, 
FEA’s  initial  conclusions  with  respect  to, 
and  rationale  in  support  of,  these  find¬ 
ings  are  set  out,  with  respect  to  each 
of  the  powerplants,  at  the  conclusion  of 
this  notice.  These  findings  and  rationales 
may  be  amended  as  a  result  of  written 
or  oral  comments  received  by  FEA  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  and  other  informa¬ 
tion  available  to  FEA.  The  findings  will 
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be  included,  with  any  amendments,  in  a 
prohibition  order  when  it  is  issued. 

Upon  conclusion  of  the  proceedings 
described  in  this  notice,  FEA  may  deter¬ 
mine  to  issue  prohibition  orders  to  some 
or  all  of  the  powerplants  listed  above. 
These  prohibition  orders  will  not  become 
effective,  however,  (1)  until  either,  (a) 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (“EPA”)  notifies  the 
FEA,  in  accordance  with  section  119(d) 

( 1)  (B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  that  the 
powerplant  will  be  able  on  and  after 
July  1,  1975,  to  burn  coal  and  to  comply 
with  all  applicable  air  pollution  require¬ 
ments  without  a  compliance  date  ex¬ 
tension,  under  section  119,  or  (b)  if  no 
notification  is  given  by  EPA,  the  date 
that  the  Administrator  of  EPA  certifies 
pursuant  to  section  119(d)  (1)  (B)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  is  the  earliest  date  that 
the  powerplant  will  be  able  to  comply 
with  all  applicable  air  pollution  require¬ 
ments  of  section  119  of  that  Act;  and 

(2)  until  FEA  has  considered  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  of  such  order  pursuant 
to  §  305.9  of  the  FEA  regulations  that 
implement  section  2  of  ESECA  and  has 
served  the  affected  powerplant  a  Notice 
of  Effectiveness,  as  provided  in  §§  303.10 
(b)  and  303.37(b)  of  those  regulations. 
The  date  the  prohibition  order  will  be 
effective  will  be  stated  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness. 

The  notice  of  effectiveness  will  contain 
a  compliance  schedule  to  insure  that  the 
powerplant  will  be  able  to  comply  with 
the  prohibition  of  the  burning  of  natural 
gas  or  petroleum  products  as  a  primary 
energy  source  on  the  date  the  order  be¬ 
comes  effective. 

Public  comment  on  the  proposals  to 
issue  prohibition  orders  to  the  power- 
plants  listed  above  is  invited  in  the  form 
of  written  and  oral  presentation  of  data, 
views  and  arguments.  Comments  should 
relate  to  individual  docket  numbers  and 
should  make  clear  to  which  docket  num¬ 
ber  the  individual  comment  is  addressed. 

Comments  should  address  (1)  the  ade¬ 
quacy  and  validity  of  each  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  findings  and  the  rationale  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  findings;  (2)  the  identifica¬ 
tion  of  any  site-specific  environmental 
impacts  resulting  from  the  proposed  pro¬ 
hibition  orders  that  were  not  identified 
or  described  in  the  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (FES  75-1,  dated 
April  25,  1975)  for  the  FEA  program  to 
implement  section  2  of  ESECA;  and  (3) 
any  other  relevant  aspects  or  impacts  of 
the  proposed  prohibition  order.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  comments  regarding  any  impact 
on  air  quality  that  might  result  from  a 
proposed  prohibition  order,  however,  it 
should  be  recognized  that  ESECA  has 
assigned  to  EPA  the  primary  responsi¬ 
bility  for  analyzing  the  effect  of  any  such 
order  on  the  Nation’s  air  quality,  and  for 
determining  the  applicable  air  pollution 
requirements  that  apply  to  the  power- 
plant  that  has  been  issued  an  order.  It  is 
expected  that  in  almost  every  case,  a 
powerplant  to  which  a  prohibition  order 
is  issued  will  be  eligible  to  apply  to  EPA 
for  a  compliance  date  extension,  m  con¬ 
nection  with  that  application,  EPA  must 


also  provide  an  opportunity  for  written 
comment  and  oral  presentation  of  data, 
views  and  arguments  by  interested  per¬ 
sons.  In  addition,  FEA  will  make  a  site- 
specific  environmental  analysis  after  the 
issuance  of  each  order,  but  prior  to  serv¬ 
ice  of  the  Notice  of  Effectiveness,  and 
there  will  be  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  if  the  analysis  indicates  that 
significant  site-specific  impacts  are  likely 
to  result  from  a  prohibition  order. 

If  oral  presentation  is  to  be  made,  it 
is  requested  that  any  detailed,  technical 
data,  views,  and  arguments  be  made  in 
written  comments  submitted  in  support 
of  the  oral  presentation,  and  that  the 
oral  presentation  Itself  be  a  summary  of 
those  more  detailed  comments. 

A  public  hearing  on  the  proposed  pro¬ 
hibition  orders  will  be  held  beginning  at 
9  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  on  May  27.  1975,  in  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  B,  FEA  Region  III,  1421 
Cherry  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  to  receive  oral  presentation  of 
data,  views  and  arguments  from  inter¬ 
ested  persons.  Any  person  who  has  an 
interest  in  the  subject  of  the  hearing,  or 
who  is  a  representative  of  a  group  or 
class  of  persons  which  has  an  interest 
in  the  subject  of  the  hearing,  may  make 
a  written  request,  or  a  verbal  request  if 
confirmed  in  writing,  for  an  opportunity 
to  make  oral  presentation.  That  request 
should  be  directed  to  Alfred  C.  Metz,  Jr., 
Federal  Energy  Administration,  Room 
1002,  1421  Cherry  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  (215)  597-3607  and  must 
be  received  before  4:30  p.m.  e.d.t..  May  22, 
1975.  The  request  may  be  hand-delivered 
to  Alfred  C.  Metz,  Jr..  Room  1002,  FEA 
Region  III,  1421  Cherry  Street,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pennsylvania  between  the  hours  of 
8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.  e.d.t.,  Monday 
through  Friday.  The  person  making  the 
request  should  be  prepared  to  describe 
the  interest  concerned :  if  appropriate,  to 
state  why  he  or  she  is  a  proper  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  group  or  class  of  persons 
which  has  such  an  interest;  and  to  give 
a  concise  summary  of  the  proposed  oral 
presentation  and  a  phone  number  where 
he  or  she  may  be  contacted  through 
May  23,  1975.  Each  person  selected  to  be 
heard  will  be  so  notified  by  the  FEA  by 
4:30  p.m.  e.d.t..  May  23,  1975  and  must 
submit  a  minimum  of  20  copies  of  the 
statement  to  Alfred  C.  Metz,  Room  1002, 
1421  Cherry  Street.  Philadelphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  19102  before  4:30  p.m..  May  23, 
1975. 

The  FEA  reserves  the  right  to  limit  the 
number  of  representatives  of  a  particular 
group  or  class  of  persons  to  be  heard 
at  the  hearing,  to  schedule  their  or  other 
person’s  presentations,  and  to  establish 
the  procedures  governing  the  conduct  of 
the  hearing.  The  length  of  time  allocated 
to  each  presentation  may  be  limited, 
based  on  the  number  of  persons  request¬ 
ing  to  be  heard. 

An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearing.  It  will  not  be  judi¬ 
cial  or  evidentiary-type  hearing.  During 
an  oral  presentation,  questions  may  be 
asked  only  by  those  conducting  the  hear¬ 
ing,  and  there  will  be  no  cross-examina¬ 
tion  of  persons  making  oral  presenta¬ 


tions.  At  the  conclusion  of  all  initial  oral 
presentations,  each  person  who  has  made 
an  oral  statement  will  be  given  the  op¬ 
portunity.  if  he  or  she  so  desires,  to  make 
a  rebuttal  statement.  The  rebuttal  state¬ 
ments  will  be  given  in  the  order  in  which 
the  initial  statements  were  made  and 
will  be  subject  to  time  limitations. 

Anv  interested  person  may  submit 
questions  to  be  asked  of  any  person  mak¬ 
ing  an  oral  presentation  at  the  hearing 
to  FEA  Region  m,  Alfred  C.  Metz.  Jr., 
Room  1002,  1421  Cherrv  Street.  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Pennsvlvania  19102,  before  9 
a.m.  e.d.t.,  Mav  27,  1975.  Any  person  who 
makes  an  oral  statement  or  anv  other 
person  who  wishes  to  ask  a  question  at 
the  hearing  mav  submit  the  questions, 
in  writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The 
FEA,  or  the  presiding  officer  if  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  submitted  at  the  hearing,  will  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  question  is  relevant, 
and  whether  time  limitations  permit  it 
to  be  presented  for  answer. 

Anv  further  procedural  rules  necessary 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearing  will 
be  announced  by  the  presiding  officer. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  including  the  transcript  will  be  re¬ 
tained  bv  the  FEA  and  made  available 
for  inspection  at  the  FEA  Region  m. 
Reception  Lobbv.  loth  Floor.  1421  Cherry 
Street.  Philadelphia,  Pennsvlvania  19102, 
and  PEA  Administrator’s  Reception  Area, 
Room  3400,  Federal  Building,  12th  and 
Pennsvlvania  Avenue  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.,  Monday  through  Friday.  Anyone 
mav  purchase  a  copy  of  the  transcript 
from  the  reporter. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  consisting  of  data, 
views,  or  arguments  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  prohibition  order  to  Executive 
Communications,  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration,  Box  DD,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461. 

Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  in  which  they 
are  transmitted  and  on  other  documents 
submitted  to  FEA  Executive  Communi¬ 
cations  (or  the  Regional  Office)  with  the 
designation  “Proposed  Prohibition  Order 

for  the  _  Powerplant.” 

Fifteen  copies  should  be  submitted. 

All  written  comments  received  by  4:30 
p.m..  e.d.t.,  Mav  29.  1975,  all  oral  Pres¬ 
entations  a^d  all  other  relevant  infor¬ 
mation  submitted  to  or  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  to  FEA  will  be  considered  by  FEA 
prior  to  issuance  of  anv  prohibition  order. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  cooflHPn. 
tial  must  be  so  identified  and  submitted 
in  writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEA  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  determine  the  confi¬ 
dential  status  of  the  information  or  data 
and  to  treat  it  according  to  its  deter¬ 
mination. 

The  sections  of  ESECA  that  are  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  proposed  prohibition  orders 
are  stated  below: 

Sec.  1.  Short-Title;  Pur poee. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  The  purposes  of  this  Act  are  (1)  to 
provide  for  a  means  to  assist  In  meeting  the 
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essential  needs  of  the  United  States  for  fuels, 
in  a  manner  which  is  consistent,  to  the  full¬ 
est  extent  practicable,  with  existing  national 
commitments  to  protect  and  Improve  the 
environment  •  •  • 

Sec.  2.  Coal  Conversion  and  Allocation. 

(a)  The  Federal  Energy  Administrator — 

(1)  shall  by  order,  prohibit  any  power- 

plant,  and 

(2)  may,  by  order,  prohibit  any  major  fuel 
burning  installation,  other  than  a  power- 
plant,  from  burning  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  as  its  primary  energy  source, 
if  the  Federal  Energy  Administrator  deter¬ 
mines  such  powerplant  or  installation  on  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  |  June  22,  1974] 
has  the  capability  and  necessary  plant 
equipment  to  burn  coal,  and  if  the  require¬ 
ments  of  subsection  (b)  are  met. 

(b)  The  requirements  referred  to  in  sub¬ 
section  (a)  are  as  follows: 

(1)  An  order  under  subsection  (a)  may 
not  be  issued  with  respect  to  a  powerplant  or 
installation  unless  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministrator  finds  (A)  that  the  burning  of 
coal  by  such  plant  or  installation,  in  lieu  of 
petroleum  products  or  natural  gas,  is  prac¬ 
ticable  and  consistent  with  the  purposes  of 
this  Act,  (B)  that  oo&l  and  coal  transpor¬ 
tation  facilities  will  be  available  during  the 
period  the  order  is  in  effect,  and  (C)  in  the 
case  of  a  powerplant,  that  the  prohibition 
under  subsection  (a)  will  not  Impair  the  re¬ 
liability  of  service  in  the  area  served  by  such 
plant.  Such  an  order  shall  be  rescinded  or 
modified  to  the  extent  the  Federal  Energy 
Administrator  determines  that  any  require¬ 
ment  described  in  subparagraph  (A),  (B), 
or  (C)  of  this  paragraph  is  no  longer  met; 
and  such  an  order  may  at  any  time  be  modi¬ 
fied  if  the  Federal  Energy  Administrator  de¬ 
termines  that  such  order,  as  modified, 
complies  with  the  requirements  of  this 
section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  (A)  Before  issuing  an  order  under  sub¬ 
section  (a)  which  is  applicable  to  a  power- 
plant  or  installation  after  June  30,  1975  ( or 
modifying  an  order  to  which  paragraph  (2) 
applies,  so  as  to  apply  such  order  to  a  power- 
plant  or  installation  after  such  date),  the 
Federal  Energy  Administrator  shall  give  no¬ 
tice  to  the  public  and  afford  interested  per¬ 
sons  an  opportunity  for  oral  and  written 
presentations  of  data,  views,  and  arguments. 

(B)  An  order  (or  modification  thereof )  de¬ 
scribed  in  subparagraph  (A)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  not  become  effective  until  (i)  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  notifies  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministrator  under  section  119(d)(1)(B)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  that  such  plant  or  installa¬ 
tion  will  be  able  on  and  after  July  1,  1975, 
to  burn  coal  and  to  comply  with  all  applica¬ 
ble  air  pollution  requirements  without  a 
compliance  date  extension  under  section 
119(c)  of  such  Act,  or  (11)  if  such  notifica¬ 
tion  is  not  given,  the  date  which  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  certifies  pursuant  to  section  119(d) 
(1)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  the  earliest  date  that 
such  plant  or  installation  will  be  able  to 
comply  with  all  applicable  requirements  of 
such  section  119.  Such  order  (or  modifica¬ 
tion  )  shall  not  be  effective  during  any  period 
certified  by  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  under  section 
119(d)  (3)  (B)  of  such  Act. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  For  purposes  of  this  section; 

(1)  The  term  “powerplant”  means  a  fos¬ 
sil-fuel  fired  electric  generating  unit  which 
produces  electric  power  for  purposes  of  sale 
or  exchange. 

(2)  The  term  “coal”  includes  coal  deriva¬ 
tives. 


(f)(1)  Authority  to  issue  orders  or  rules 
under  subsections  (a)  through  (d)  of  this 
section  shall  expire  at  midnight,  June  30, 
1975.  Such  a  rule  or  order  may  take  effect  at 
any  time  before  January  1,  1979. 

(2)  Authority  to  amend,  repeal,  rescind, 
modify,  or  enforce  Buch  rules  or  orders  shall 
expire  at  midnight,  December  31,  197B;  but 
the  expiration  of  such  authority  shall  not 
affect  any  administrative  or  judicial  proceed¬ 
ing  which  relates  to  any  act  or  omission 
which  occurred  prior  to  January  1,  1979. 

Copies  of  the  FEA  regulations  imple¬ 
menting  section  2  of  E8ECA  (10  CFR, 
Parts  303,  305  and  307)  are  available 
from  the  FEA  Regional  Office,  1421 
Cherry  Street,  Room  1001,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19102,  ( 215 1  597-9066. 

Any  questions  regarding  this  notice 
should  be  directed  to  Alfred  C.  Metz, 
Jr.,  FEA  Region  m,  1421  Cherry  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19102  (215) 
597-3607. 

(Energy  Supply  and  Environmental  Coordi¬ 
nation  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-319);  Federal 
Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974  (Pub. 
L.  93-275);  E.O.  11790  (39  FR  23185)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  May  12, 
1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr„ 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1,  OFU-026,  027,  Potomac  Electric  Power 

Company,  Powerplantb  1  and  2,  Gener¬ 
ating  Station — Morgantown,  Newburg, 

Maryland 

(o)  Proposed  findings  and  rationale  for 
findings: 

i.  Capability  and  necessary  plant  equip¬ 
ment  finding.  Based  on  an  analysis  of  the 
information  submitted  to  or  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  to  FEA.  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  on 
June  22,  1974,  these  powerplants  had  the 
capabUity  and  necessary  plant  equipment  to 
burn  coal.  This  proposed  finding  is  based 
on  facts,  interpretations  and  assumptions 
stated  below; 

(A)  These  powerplants  had  In  place  on 
June  22,  1974,  a  boiler  that  was  capable  of 
burning  coal,  in  that  such  boiler  had  been 
designed  and  constructed,  or  had  been  modi¬ 
fied  to  enable  it  to  burn  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  or  to  burn  coal  and  another 
fossil  fuel  Interchangeably  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
on  June  22,  1974,  such  powerplant  may  not 
have  been  burning  coal  as  its  primary  energy 
source. 

(B)  Based  on  information  filed  with  FEA 
on  March  17,  1975  by  The  Potomac  Electric 
Power  Company,  the  following  significant 
equipment  or  facilities  would  have  to  be 
acquired  or  substantially  refurbished: 

1.  Strengthening  of  coal  bunkers; 

2.  Powerplant  Number  2  reheater  surface 
removal: 

8.  Addition  of  one  pulveriser. 

FEA  assumes  that  on  June  22,  1974,  these 
powerplants  had  all  other  significant  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities  associated  with  the 
burning  of  coal. 

(C)  Within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  pursuant  there¬ 
to,  the  equipment  and  facilities  listed  In 
paragraph  (b)  do  not  Individually  or  In 
combination  constitute  a  lack  of  capability 
and  necessary  plant  equipment  to  burn  coal 
as  of  June  22,  1974. 

(11)  Burning  of  coal  in  lieu  of  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products  is  practicable  and 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA. 
Based  on  an  analysis  of  the  Information 


submitted  or  otherwise  available  to  FEA, 
FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  burning  of 
coal  by  the  powerplants  In  lieu  of  petroleum 
products  or  natural  gas,  Is  practicable  and 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  This 
proposed  finding  Is  based  on  the  facts,  Inter¬ 
pretations  and  assumptions  stated  below. 

(A)(1)  Revenue  requirements,  (a)  The  in¬ 
vestment  costs  that  result  from  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  and  refurbishment  of  equipment  and 
facilities  associated  with  the  burning  of  coal 
by  the  powerplants  are  estimated  to  be  ap¬ 
proximately  91 ,450,000.  This  estimate  is  based 
on  existing  FEA  Information  and  on  Infor¬ 
mation  filed  with  the  FEA  by  the  powerplant 
concerning  items  of  equipment  and  facilities 
that  would  have  to  be  acquired  or  refur¬ 
bished  and  the  costs  of  such  acquisition  or 
refurbishment.  , 

(1)  Costs  of  acquisition  or  refurbishing 
equipment  are  allocated  as  follows : 

(A)  90  to  comply  with  air  pollution  con¬ 
trol  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

(B)  91,450,000  to  make  those  technical 
plant  and  equipment  adjustments  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  burning  of  coal,  as  well  as  to 
comply  with  environmental  requirements 
other  than  those  Imposed  by  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

(b)  The  Increase  in  operating  costs  other 
than  fuel  costs  that  result  from  the  burning 
of  coal  are  estimated  to  be  approximately 
938,000  per  year. 

(c)  (1)  The  price  of  petroleum  products 
available  to  the  powerplants  is  approximately 
91-50  to  91.80  per  million  Btus.  The  price  of 
coal  of  the  type  used  by  the  powerplants  is 
approximately  91.13  to  $1.23  per  million 
Btus.  The  burning  of  coal  by  the  powerplants 
will  result  in  a  reduction  of  .27  cents  to  .47 
cents  per  million  Btus  or  917  to  930  million 
per  year. 

(11)  The  Maryland  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sion  permits  the  inclusion  of  increased  fuel 
costs  in  the  rate  base  through  a  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  and.  if  there  is  a  decrease  in  the 
cost  of  fuel  as  a  result  of  burning  coal,  there 
will  be  a  decrease  in  such  rate  base. 

(d)  The  total  annual  Incremental  Increase 
In  revenue  requirements  resulting  from  costs 
associated  with  burning  coal  as  opposed  to 
oil  Is  9244,000. 

(2)  Financial  capabilities,  (a)  Based  on 
the  most  recent  financial  statements  and 
capital  expenditure  programs  of  Potomac 
Electric  Power  Company,  as  well  as  other 
Information  available  to  FEA,  It  has  been 
determined  that  the  prohibition  order  for 
the  powerplants  is  practicable.  This  financial 
assessment  included  an  evaluation  of  gen¬ 
erally  accepted  financial  ratios;  effects  on 
capitalization  as  a  result  of  the  costs  of  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal;  Impact  on  current  and  future 
construction  programs;  and  possible  impacts 
on  rates. 

This  assessment  incorporated,  but  was  not 
limited  to,  consideration  of:  the  91.450  mil¬ 
lion  Investment  requirement  (or  .1  percent) 
In  relation  to  net  property  and  plant  of  the 
company  of  915  billion  and  1975-1977  con¬ 
struction  budget  estimate  of  the  company 
of  9470  million,  or  .8  percent;  the  total 
capitalization  of  the  company  of  91.5  bil¬ 
lion;  the  change  In  1974  to  1975  construc¬ 
tion  budgets  of  9262  million  to  9149  million; 
and  the  30  years  remaining  useful  life  of  the 
plants.  These  assessments,  the  above  find¬ 
ings.  and  other  evaluations  of  the  general 
financial  health  of  the  company  were  the 
basis  of  this  finding. 

(B)  Because  this  prohibition  order  will 
discourage  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  and  encourage  the  Increased 
use  of  coal,  FEA  proposed  to  find  that  its 
Issuance  will  be  consistent  with  the  purpose 
of  ESECA  "to  provide  a  means  to  assist  In 
meeting  the  essential  needs  of  the  United 
States  for  fuels."  Further,  on  the  basis  of  the 
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environmental  analyses  conducted  by  FEA, 
the  analyses  of  air  quality  Impacts  which 
EPA  Is  required  to  conduct  prior  to  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  a  prohibition  order,  as  well  as  the 
necessity  for  the  powjrplant  to  comply  with 
the  Clean  Air  Act  and  other  applicable  en¬ 
vironmental  protection  requirements,  FEA 
proposes  to  find  that  the  prohibition  order 
is  also  consistent  with  the  purpose  of  ESECA 
to  provide  for  a  means  to  meet  the  Nation's 
essential  fuel  needs  “In  a  manner  which  Is 
consistent,  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable, 
with  existing  national  commitments  to  pro¬ 
tect  and  Improve  the  environment." 

(Ill)  Coal  and  coal  transportation  facili¬ 
ties  will  be  available  during  the  period  the 
prohibition  order  is  in  efffct.  Based  on  an 
analysis  of  the  information  submitted  to  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  coal  and  coal  transportation  facil¬ 
ities  will  be  available  to  these  powerplants 
during  the  period  until  December  31,  1978. 
The  period  until  December  31,  1978  Is  the 
period  during  all  or  part  of  which  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  to  which  these  findings  relate 
will  be  In  effect.  This  proposed  finding  is 
based  upon  the  following  factors,  Interpreta¬ 
tions,  and  assumptions: 

A(l)  It  Is  estimated  that  it  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  nationally  as  follows: 

Production 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975. .  662 

1976  _  679 

1977  _  707 

1978  . 735 

(2)  The  estimated  national  demand,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  Increased  demand  resulting  from 
FEA  action  under  the  authority  of  section  2 
of  ESECA,  1s  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  ( million  tons) 

1975  _  640 

1976  _ _ —  664 

1977  _  688 

1978  .  716 


(3)  The  estimated  additional  national  de¬ 
mand  for  coal  resulting  from  the  prohibition 
order  to  which  this  finding  relates,  and  from 
FEA  actions  under  authority  of  section  2  of 
ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  ( million  tons) 

1976 _ —  0. 7 

1976  . .  4.  0 

1977  . - . —  13.  6 

1978  .  16.  2 


(4)  Coal  of  the  specific  type  required  for 
use  by  this  powerplant  has  been  Identified  In 
the  reserves  of  the  Northern  and  Southern 
Appalachian  coal  supply  regions,  which  con¬ 
sist  of  Bureau  of  Mines  Districts  1  through  8 
and  13. 

(5)  It  Is  estimated  that  it  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  from  the  Northern 
and  Southern  Appalachian  coal  supply  re¬ 
gions  as  follows: 

Production 

Year:  ( million  tons) 

1975  .  406 

1976  . 402 

1977  _  407 

1978  _ 412 

(6)  The  regional  and  national  production 
estimates  stated  In  Items  (1)  and  (6)  assume 
a  surge  capacity,  or  ability  to  increase  pro¬ 
duction  over  normal  levels,  of  approximately 
4  percent.  A  1975  study  by  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
Indicates  a  national  surge  capacity  of  ap¬ 
proximately  up  to  6  percent.  In  response  to 
an  Industry  survey  In  late  1974,  the  coal 
industry  Itself  Indicated  that  It  had  a  surge 
capacity  of  up  to  8  percent.  By  comparison, 
the  Increased  national  demand  for  coal  re¬ 


sulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA,  Is  less  than  one 
tenth  of  a  percent  in  1976,  Increasing  to  a 
maximum  of  2.3  percent  in  1978  of  estimated 
national  demand  stated  In  Item  (2).  A 
market  survey  of  traditional  coal  suppliers 
to  FEA  Region  3  consumers  Indicates  that 
there  Is  ample  production  capability  to  sup¬ 
port  Increased  demand  for  coal  from  this 
region  resulting  from  the  prohibition  order 
to  which  this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA 
actions  under  section  2  of  ESECA. 

(7)  No  State  or  local  laws  or  policies  which 
would  limit  the  extraction  of  this  coal  have 
been  found  by  FEA  or  brought  to  FEA’s 
attention. 

(8)  The  estimated  demand  for  coal  from 
these  supply  regions,  excluding  any  Increased 
demand  resulting  from  FEA  actions  under 
the  authority  of  section  2  of  ESECA,  Is  as 
follows : 


Year:  Demand  ( million  tons) 

1975  _ 390 

1976  _ 394 

1977  _ 395 

1978  . 398 


(9)  The  estimated  additional  demand  for 
coal  from  these  supply  regions  resulting  from 
the  prohibition  order  to  which  this  finding 
relates  and  from  other  FEA  orders  under 
section  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Year:  Demand  ( million  tons) 

1976  _  0. 4 

1976  . . 2.  5 

1977  _ _ 10.2 

1978  . 12.4 


(10)  On  the  basis  of  the  above  Informa¬ 
tion,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  estimated 
production  of  coal  of  the  specific  type  re¬ 
quired  for  use  by  this  powerplant  exceeds 
the  estimated  demand  for  such  coal  by 
amounts  adequate  to  support  a  conclusion 
that  such  coal  will  be  available  to  these 
powerplants  during  the  period  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978. 

(B)  (1)  Adequate  rail  facilities  exist  be¬ 
tween  these  coal  supply  regions  and  the 
powerplant  to  transport  the  coal  that  will 
be  used  by  such  powerplant  pursuant  to  this 
order. 

(2)  There  is  a  spur  line  which  will  be  able 
to  deliver  this  coal  from  the  main  rail  line 
to  these  powerplants. 

(3)  Sufficient  rolling  stock  will  be  avail¬ 

able  to  the  Penn  Central,  Pittsburg  & 
Shawmut  R.R.;  Lake  Erie,  Franklin,  Clarion 
R.R.,  and  Western  Maryland  Railway  for 
transporting  this  coal  during  the  period 
until  December  31,  1978.  - 

(iv)  The  prohibition  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  its 
primary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the 
reliability  of  service  in  the  area  served  by 
the  affected  powerplant.  Based  on  an  analysis 
of  the  Information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  prohibition  of  the  Morgan¬ 
town  Units  #1  and  #2  powerplants  of  the 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  from  burning 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  their 
primary  energy  source  will  not  Impair  the 
reliability  of  service  In  the  area  served  by 
such  powerplants.  This  proposed  finding  Is 
based  on  the  facts,  assumptions,  and  inter¬ 
pretations  stated  below: 

(A)(1)  The  subject  powerplants  are  part 
of  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey-Maryland 
(PJM)  power  dispatching  system  and  In  the 
geographical  area  ot  the  Mid-Atlantic  Area 
Council  (MAAC).  The  reserve  capacity  of  the 
interconnected  systems  will  provide  emer¬ 
gency  resource  of  electric  power  and  enhances 
the  reliability  of  service. 

(2)  The  subject  powerplants  now  use  coal 
on  a  regular  basis.  The  powerplants  can  use, 


and  have  used,  coal  as  the  primary  energy 
source. 

(3)  The  powerplants  have  used  coal  and  oil 
In  combination  in  various  proportions  up  to 
85  percent  oil. 

(4)  No  reconversion  or  outage  time  for  re¬ 
conversion  Is  necessary. 

(B)  For  the  reasons  set  forth  above,  the 
FEA  finds  that  the  burning  of  coal  by  Mor¬ 
gantown  Units  #1  and  #2  powerplants,  In 
lieu  of  petroleum  products  or  natural  gas  will 
not  result  In  the  Impairment  of  the  “relia¬ 
bility  of  service  In  the  area  served”  within 
the  meaning  of  ESECA  and  the  regulation 
promulgated  pursuant  thereto. 

2.  OFU-028,  029,  030,  031  Virginia  Electric 
Power  Company,  Powerplants  3,  4,  5,  and  6. 
Generating  Station — Chesterfield,  Chester, 
Virginia. 

(a)  Proposed  findings  and  rationale  for 
findings. 

1.  Capability  and  necessary  plant  equip¬ 
ment  to  burn  coal.  Based  on  an  analysis  of 
the  information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that 
on  June  22.  1974,  these  powerplants  had  the 
capability  and  necessary  plant  equipment  to 
burn  coal.  This  proposed  finding  Is  based  on 
facts,  Interpretations  and  assumptions  stated 
below: 

(A)  These  powerplants  had  In  place,  on 
June  22,  1974,  a  boiler  that  was  capable  of 
burning  coal,  in  that  such  boiler  had  been 
designed  and  constructed,  or  had  been  modi¬ 
fied  to  enable  It  to  burn  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  or  to  burn  coal  and  another 
fossil  fuel  Interchangeably  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
on  June  22,  1974,  such  powerplant  may  not 
have  been  burning  coal  as  Its  primary  en¬ 
ergy  source. 

(B)  Based  on  Information  filed  with  FEA 
on  March  14,  1975  by  The  Virginia  Electric 
and  Power  Company,  the  following  signifi¬ 
cant  equipment  or  facilities  would  have  to  be 
acquired  or  substantially  refurbished: 

1.  Boiler. 

a.  Burner  corner  repair  (buckets,  dampers) , 

b.  Relocation  of  side  Ignitors  and  oil  guns, 

c.  Recalibration  and  modification  of  boiler 
controls, 

d.  Removal  of  refractory  from  furnace 
walls, 

e.  Repair  of  IR-soot  blowers, 

f.  Change-out  water  wall  orifices  in  lower 
drums, 

g.  Installation  of  preheater  elements, 

h.  Remove  air  bypass  arrangement  In  air 
system, 

1.  Repairs  to  electrostatic  precipitators; 

2.  Coal  handling  system. 

a.  Inspection  and  repair  of  coal  feeders  and 
mills, 

b.  Repair  coal  burner  piping; 

3.  Ash  handling  system. 

a.  Replace  dry  fly  ash  handling  system, 

b.  Repair  pyrlte  handling  system, 

c.  Ash  pond  needed  in  3  to  5  years; 

4.  Coal  storage  equipment. 

a.  Repair  railroad  tracks, 

b.  Overhaul  coal  crusher, 

c.  Repair  car  dumper  and  coal  feeders, 

d.  Repair  tractor  and  locomotive, 

e.  Replace  “F&H”  conveyor  belts, 

f.  Inspect  and  calibrate  scales. 

FEA  assumes  that  on  June  22,  1974,  these 
powerplants  had  all  other  significant  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities  associated  with  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal. 

(C)  Within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  pursuant  thereto, 
the  equipment  and  facilities  listed  In  para¬ 
graph  (b)  do  not  Individually  or  in  combi¬ 
nation  constitute  a  lack  of  capability  and 
necessary  plant  equipment  to  burn  coal  as  of 
June  22,  1974. 

(11)  Burning  of  coal  in  lieu  of  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products  is  practicable  and 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA. 
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Based  on  an  analysis  of  the  Information  sub¬ 
mitted  or  otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA 
proposes  to  find  that  the  burning  of  coal  by 
Powerplants  #3,  4,  6,  6  at  the  Chesterfield 
Generating  Station,  #1,  2  at  the  Yorktown 
Generating  Station,  #1,  2,  3,  4  at  the  Ports¬ 
mouth  Generating  Station,  In  lieu  of  petro¬ 
leum  products  or  natural  gas,  Is  practicable 
and  consistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA. 
This  proposed  finding  Is  based  on  the  facts, 
interpretations  and  assumptions  stated 
below. 

(A)  (1)  Revenue  requirements,  (a)  The 
Investment  costs  that  result  from  the  acqui¬ 
sition  and  refurbishment  of  equipment  and 
facilities  associated  with  the  burning  of  coal 
by  the  above  listed  powerplants  are  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  approximately  $48,378,000.  This 
estimate  Is  based  on  existing  FEA  informa¬ 
tion  and  on  information  filed  with  the  FEA 
by  the  powerplants  concerning  items  of 
equipment  and  facilities  that  would  have  to 
be  acquired  or  refurbished  and  the  costs  of 
such  acquisition  or  refurbishment. 

(1)  Costs  of  acqulstion  or  refurbishing 
equipment  are  allocated  as  follows: 

(A)  $47,520,000  to  comply  with  air  pollu¬ 
tion  control  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

(B)  $858,000  to  make  those  technical  plant 
and  equipment  adjustments  associated  with 
the  burning  of  coal,  as  well  as  to  comply  with 
environmental  requirements  other  than 
those  imposed  by  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

(b)  The  Increase  in  operating  costs  other 
than  fuel  costs  that  result  from  the  burning 
of  coal  are  estimated  to  be  approximately 
$1,452,000  per  year. 

(c)  (1)  The  price  of  petroleum  products 
available  to  the  powerplant  Is  approximately 
1.80  cents  to  1.90  cents  per  million  Btus.  The 
price  of  coal  of  the  type  used  by  the  above 
listed  powerplants  Is  approximately  1.55 
cents  to  1.65  cents  per  million  Btus.  The 
burning  of  coal  by  the  above  listed  power- 
plants  will  result  In  a  reduction  of  .15  cents 
to  .35  cents  per  million  Btus  or  $18  million 
to  $42  million  per  year. 

(11)  The  Virginia  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sion  permits  the  Inclusion  of  Increased  fuel 
costs  In  the  rate  base  through  a  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  and.  If  there  Is  a  decrease  In  the 
ooet  of  fuel  as  a  result  of  burning  coal,  there 
will  be  a  decrease  In  such  rate  base. 

(d)  The  total  annual  Incremental  Increase 
In  revenue  requirements  resulting  from  costs 
associated  with  burning  coal  as  opposed  to 
oU  is  $13,557,000. 

(2)  Financial  capabilities,  (a)  Based  on 
the  most  recent  financial  statements  and 
capital  expenditure  programs  of  Virginia 
Electric  Power  Company,  as  well  as  other 
Information  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  prohibition  orders  for  the 
above  listed  powerplants  Is  practicable.  This 
financial  assessment  included  an  evaluation 
of  generally  accepted  financial  ratios;  effects 
on  capitalization  as  a  result  of  the  costs  of 
burning  of  coal;  Impact  on  current  and 
future  construction  programs;  and  possible 
Impacts  on  rates.  This  assessment  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  but  was  not  limited  to,  consideration 
of:  the  $48  million  investment  requirement 
(or  1.5  percent)  in  relation  to  net  property 
and  plant  of  the  company  of  $3,194  billion 
and  1975-1977  construction  budget  estimate 
of  the  company  of  $2.7  billion  (or  1.8  per¬ 
cent);  the  total  capitalization  of  the  com¬ 
pany  of  $3,003  billion;  the  change  in  1974 
to  1975  construction  budgets  of  $395  million 
to  $1  billion  and  the  20  years  remaining  use¬ 
ful  life  of  the  plants.  These  assessments,  the 
above  findings,  and  other  evaluations  of  the 
general  financial  health  of  the  company  were 
the  basis  of  this  finding. 

(B)  Because  this  prohibition  order  will  dis¬ 
courage  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petroleum 


product®  and  encourage  the  Increased  use  of 
coal,  FKA  proposes  to  find  that  its  issuance 
would  be  consistent  with  the  purpose  of 
ESECA  “to  provide  a  means  to  assist  in  meet¬ 
ing  the  essential  needs  of  the  United  States 
for  fuels."  Further,  on  the  basis  of  the  en¬ 
vironmental  analyses  conducted  by  FEA,  the 
analyses  of  air  quality  impacts  which  EPA  is 
required  to  oonduct  prior  to  effectiveness  of 
a  prohibition  order,  as  well  as  the  necessity 
for  the  powerplant  to  comply  with  the  Clean 
Air  Act  and  other  applicable  environmental 
protection  requirements,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  the  prohibition  order  is  also  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purpose  of  ESECA  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  means  to  meet  the  Nation’s  essen¬ 
tial  fuel  needs  “in  a  manner  which  is  con¬ 
sistent,  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable,  with 
existing  national  commitments  to  protect 
and  Improve  the  environment." 

(ill)  Coal  and  coal  transportation  facilities 
will  be  available  during  the  period  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  is  in  effect.  Based  on  an 
analysis  of  the  information  submitted  to  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  coal  and  coal  transportation  facil¬ 
ities  will  be  available  to  these  powerplants 
during  the  period  until  December  31,  1978. 
The  period  until  December  31,  1978  is  the 
period  during  all  or  part  of  which  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  to  which  these  findings  relate 
will  be  in  effect,  nils  proposed  finding  is 
based  upon  the  following  fActs,  interpreta¬ 
tions,  and  assumptions: 

A(l)  It  is  estimated  that  it  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  nationally  as  follows: 

Production 

Year:  ( million  tons) 

1976  _ 662 

1976  _ 679 

1977  _ 707 

1978  _ 735 

(2)  The  estimated  national  demand,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  increased  demand  resulting 
from  FEA  action  under  the  authority  of 
section  2  of  ESECA,  Is  as  follows : 

Demand 

Year :  ( million  tons ) 

1976  _  640 

1976  _ 664 

1977  . 688 

1978  _  716 

(3)  The  estimated  additional  national  de¬ 
mand  for  coal  resulting  from  the  prohibi¬ 
tion  order  to  which  this  finding  relates,  and 
from  FEA  actions  under  authority  of  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 

Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1976  _  0.7 

1976  _  4.0 

1977  _  13.6 

1978  _  16.2 

(4)  Coal  of  the  specific  type  required  for 
use  by  this  powerplant  has  been  Identified  in 
the  reserves  of  the  Northern  and  Southern 
Appalachian  Coal  supply  regions,  which  con¬ 
sist  of  Bureau  of  Mines  Districts  1  through  8 
and  13. 

(5)  It  Is  estimated  that  It  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  from  the  Northern 
and  Southern  Appalachian  coal  supply  re* 
gions  as  follows: 


Production 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  _  406 

1976  _  402 

1977  _  407 

1978  _ 412 


(6)  The  regional  and  national  production 
estimates  stated  in  items  (1)  and  (6)  assume 
a  surge  capacity,  or  ability  to  Increase  pro¬ 
duction  over  normal  levels,  of  approximately 


4  percent.  A  1976  study  by  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in¬ 
dicates  a  national  surge  capacity  of  approxi¬ 
mately  up  to  6  percent,  in  response  to  an 
Industry  survey  in  late  1974,  the  coal  in¬ 
dustry  Itself  Indicated  that  it  had  a  surge 
capacity  of  up  to  8  percent.  By  comparison, 
the  Increased  national  demand  for  coal  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA,  Is  less  than  one 
tenth  of  a  percent  in  1976,  increasing  to  a 
maximum  of  2.3  percent  in  1978  of  estimated 
national  demand  stated  in  Item  (2).  A 
market  survey  of  traditional  coal  suppliers 
to  FEA  Region  3  consumers  indicates  that 
there  Is  ample  production  capability  to  sup¬ 
port  Increased  demand  for  coal  from  this 
region  resulting  from  the  prohibition  order 
to  which  this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA 
actions  under  section  2  of  ESECA. 

(7)  No  State  or  local  laws  or  policies  which 
would  limit  the  extraction  of  this  coal  have 
been  found  by  FEA  or  brought  to  FEA’s 
attention. 

(8)  The  estimated  demand  for  coal  from 
these  supply  regions,  excluding  any  Increased 
demand  resulting  from  FEA  actions  under 
the  authority  of  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  as 
follows : 


Demand 

^ear:  .  (million  tons) 

1975  _ _ _ ' _  390 

1976  . .  394 

1977  . - .  395 

1978  -  398 


(9)  The  estimated  additional  demand  for 
coal  from  these  supply  regions  resulting 
from  the  prohibition  order  to  which  this 
finding  relates  and  from  other  FEA  orders 
under  section  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows  • 


Year: 

1975  _ 

Demand 
(million  tons) 
_  n  a 

1976  _ _ 

_  2  5 

1977  . . 

_  10  9 

1978  _ 

( 10)  On  the  basis  of  the  above  Information, 
FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  estimated  pro¬ 
duction  of  coal  of  the  specific  type  required 
for  use  by  this  powerplant  exceeds  the  esti¬ 
mated  demand  for  such  coal  by  amounts 
adequate  to  support  a  conclusion  that  such, 
coal  will  be  available  to  these  powerplants 
during  the  period  until  December  31,  1978. 

(B)(1)  Adequate  rail  facilities  exist  be¬ 
tween  these  coal  supply  regions  and  the 
powerplant  to  transport  the  coal  that  will  be 
used  by  such  powerplant  pursuant  to  this 
order. 

(2)  There  is  a  spur  line  which  will  be  able 
to  deliver  this  coal  from  the  main  rail  line 
to  these  powerplants. 

(3)  Sufficient  rolling  stock  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line  R.R.;  South¬ 
ern  R.R.;  Norfolk  A  Western  R.R.;  or  Louis¬ 
ville  &  Nashville  R.R.;  for  transporting  this 
coal  during  the  period  until  December  31. 
1978. 

(iv)  The  prohibition  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  its  pri¬ 
mary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the  reli¬ 
ability  of  service  in  the  area  served  by  the 
affected  powerplants.  Based  on  an  analysis 
of  the  information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  FEA  pro¬ 
poses  to  find  that  the  prohibition  of  the 
Chesterfield  Units  #3,  #4,  #6  and  #6  power- 
plants  of  the  Virginia  Electric  Power  Com¬ 
pany  from  burning  natural  gas  or  petroleum 
products  as  their  primary  energy  source  will 
not  impair  the  reliability  of  service  In  the 
area  served  by  such  powerplants.  This  finding 
is  baaed  on  the  facts,  assumptions,  and  In¬ 
terpretations  stated  below. 
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(A)  (1)  Interconnections  and  power  dis¬ 
patching.  (a)  The  Chesterfield  Units  are 
within  the  geographical  area  of  Southeastern 
Electric  Reliability  Council  (SERC)  regional 
electric  reliability  council. 

(b)  They  are  Interconnected  with  and 
their  operations  and  planning  are  coordi¬ 
nated  with  the  VACAR  subregion  of  SERC. 

(c)  Dispatching  of  electric  power  is  con¬ 
trolled  by  Virginia  Electric  Power  Company. 

(d)  “Dispatching  system”  as  used  in  this 
finding  means  Virginia  Electric  Power 
Company. 

(2)  Forecast  peak  loads,  (a)  Forecast  for 
peak  loads  tor  the  dispatching  system  during 
the  year  In  which  the  Virginia  Electric  Power 
Company  is  expected  to  be  implementing  the 
herein  prohibition  order  is  as  follows: 

Summer  Load  Period  (June-Aug.)  1976, 
Peak  7920  MWe,  July;  Fall  Load  Period 
(Sept.-Nov.)  1976  Peak  7600  MWe.  Sept.; 


(4)  Scheduled  outages,  (a)  A  scheduled 
outage  of  3  weeks  for  Unit  #3,  4  weeks  for 
Unit  #4,  6  weeks  for  Unit  #6,  and  5  weeks 
for  Unit  #6  is  estimated  to  be  required  to 
make  any  modification,  Installation,  or  other 
physical  adjustment  associated  with  cessa¬ 
tion  of  the  burning  of  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  as  the  powerplants’  primary 
energy  source.  Immediately  following  modi¬ 
fication  during  on-line  testing  and  adjust¬ 
ment,  the  powerplants  will  be  less  than  fully 
dependable.  This  period  should  not  exceed 
30  days. 

Modifications  are  forecast  to  commence  ap¬ 
proximately  October  1,  1976  and  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  and  fully  tested  by  May  1,  1977. 

(b)  Planned  maintenance  of  other  power- 
plants  and  nuclear  plant  refueling  during 
the  period  the  powerplant  will  be  imple¬ 
menting  the  herein  prohibition  order  within 
the  dispatching  system  are  numerous.  An 
average  of  700  MWe  of  loss  capability  during 
the  fall  and  spring  periods  and  1400  MWe 
during  the  winter  period  is  forecast. 

(6)  Net  dependable  capacity.  The  forecast 
net  dependable  capacity  for  the  dispatching 
system  during  the  period  (shown  as  quarter 
years)  in  which  the  powerplants  are  expected 
to  be  implementing  the  herein  prohibition 
order  and  the  next  quarter  following  is :  Fall 
1976,  9004  MWe;  Winter  1976-77,  9004  MWe; 
Spring  1977,  9004  MWe. 

(6)  Gross  reserve  margin-dispatching  sys¬ 
tem. 

(a)  The  expected  minimum  gross  reserve 
margin  (difference  between  net  system  capa¬ 
bility  and  peak  load  in  percent  of  peak  load ) 
of  the  dispatching  system  for  the  load  peri¬ 
ods  specified  are  as  follows;  Fall  1976.  20.1%; 
Winter  1976-77,  40.6%;  Spring  1977,  70.6%. 

(b)  After  deducting  the  net  capacity  of 
units  scheduled  for  maintenance  or  refuel¬ 
ing  during  these  same  load  periods.  The  ex¬ 
pected  minimum  reserve  margins  are:  Fall 

1976,  10.7%;  Winter  1976-77,  18.6%;  Spring 

1977,  67.3%. 

(7)  Derating.  There  will  be  no  derating  of 
the  powerplants  when  using  coal  as  the  pri¬ 
mary  energy  sources. 

(8)  System  stability.  Available  Information 
regarding  system  stability  for  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  has  been  evaluated  for  each  of  the 
load  periods  stated  in  paragraph  (6)  and 
the  Issuance  of  prohibition  order  to  the 
powerplants  will  not  cause  a  significant  sys¬ 
tem  stability  problem. 


Winter  Load  Period  (Dec.-Feb.)  1976-77,  Peak 
6410  MWe,  Jan.;  Spring  Load  Period  (March- 
May)  1977,  Peak  6280  MWe.  May. 

(b)  The  peak  loads  forecast  have  been 
compared  with  the  peak  loads  in  previous 
similar  periods  and  the  compound  load 
growth  rate  for  these  forecasts  is  5.6  percent, 
which  is  considered  reasonable. 

(3)  Capacity,  (a)  The  present  net  depend¬ 
able  capacity  of  all  powerplants  of  the  dis¬ 
patching  system  that  now  are  engaged  in  the 
sale  or  exchange  of  electric  power  is  8340 
MWe. 

(b)  Additions,  retirements,  and  power- 
plants  reratings  during  the  period  in  which 
Virginia  Electric  Power  Company  will  be  im¬ 
plementing  the  herein  prohibition  order,  as 
listed  below,  will  cause  the  following  changes 
in  net  dependable  capacity  of  such  dispatch¬ 
ing  system: 


(B)  Reliability  of  service.  (1)  The  esti¬ 
mated  gross  reserve  margin  of  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  during  the  implementation  period 
associated  with  the  commencement  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal  as  a  primary  energy  source  is 
forecast  to  range  between  10.7  percent  and 
57.3  percent,  depending  upon  the  date  of  the 
period  of  powerplant  outage.  By  scheduling 
the  implementation  period  during  the  fall  of 
1976  through  spring  1977  load  period,  the  es¬ 
timated  gross  dispatching  system’s  reserve 
margin  will  be  above  10.7  percent,  and  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  considers  this  to 
be  an  acceptable  reserve  margin. 

(2)  If  dispatching  system  conditions  at 
the  time  of  the  implementation  period  are  as 
presently  forecast  by  FEA  In  this  finding, 
there  will  be  no  impairment  of  reliability  of 
service,  within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder,  in 
the  area  served  by  Virginia  Electric  Power 
Company. 

(3)  Existing  transmission  system  inter¬ 
connections  with  other  utilities  are  pres¬ 
ently  scheduled  to  transfer  approximately 
300  megawatts  out  of  the  dispatching  system; 
with  the  capacity  to  transfer  approximately 
1800  additional  megawatts  of  power  Into  the 
dispatching  system.  This  capacity  will  pro¬ 
vide  emergency  resource  of  electric  power 
during  the  Implementation  period  and  will 
enhance  the  reliability  of  service. 

3.  OFU-032,  033,  Virginia  Electric  Power 
Company,  Powerplants  1  and  2,  Generat¬ 
ing  Station — Yorktown,  Yorktown,  Vir¬ 
ginia 

(a)  Proposed  findings  and  rationale  for 

findings. 

1.  Capability  and  necessary  plant  equip¬ 
ment  finding.  Based  on  an  analysis  of  the  in¬ 
formation  submitted  to  or  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  on 
June  22,  1975  these  powerplants  had  the 
capability  and  necessary  plant  equipment  to 
bum  coal.  This  proposed  finding  is  based  on 
facts,  interpretations  and  assumptions 
stated  below: 

(A)  These  powerplants  had  In  place,  on 
June  22,  1974,  a  boiler  that  was  capable  of 
burning  coal,  in  that  such  boiler  had  been 
designed  and  constructed,  or  had  been  modi¬ 
fied  to  enable  It  to  burn  ooal  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  or  to  bum  coal  and  another 
fossil  fuel  interchangeably  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
on  June  22,  1974,  such  powerplant  may  not 


have  been  burning  coal  as  its  primary  energy 
source. 

(B)  Based  on  Information  filed  with  FEA 
on  March  14,  1976  by  The  Virginia  Electric 
and  Power  Company,  the  following  signifi¬ 
cant  equipment  or  facilities  would  have  to 
be  acquired  or  substantially  refurbished: 

1.  Boiler. 

a.  Burner  corner  repairs  (buckets,  damp¬ 
ers), 

b.  Relocation  of  side  ignitors  and  oil  guns, 

c.  Removal  of  burner  shrouds, 

d.  Installation  of  coal  piping, 

e.  Recalibration  of  boiler  controls, 

f.  Removal  of  refractory  from  furnace 
walls; 

2.  Coal  handling  system. 

a.  Inspection  and  repair  of  coal  feeders  and 
mills; 

3.  Ash  handling  system. 

a.  Repair  dry  fly  ash  handling  system, 

b.  Obtain  ash  hauling  contractor, 

c.  Increase  size  of  ash  pond; 

4.  Coal  storage  equipment. 

a.  Repair  tractors, 

b.  Repair  locomotive, 

c.  Repairs  to  car  shaker,  conveyor,  and 
crusher, 

d.  Replace  "E”  Conveyor  Belt. 

FEA  assumes  that  on  June  22,  1974,  these 
powerplants  had  all  other  significant  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities  associated  with  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal. 

(C)  Within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  pursuant 
thereto,  the  equipment  and  facilities  listed 
in  paragraph  (b)  do  not  individually  or  in 
combination  constitute  a  lack  of  capability 
and  necessary  plant  equipment  to  burn  coal 
as  of  June  22, 1974. 

(li)  Burning  of  coal  in  lieu  of  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products  is  practicable  and 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  Based 
on  an  analysis  of  the  Information  submitted 
or  otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  burning  of  coal  by  Power- 
plants  #  3,4, 5,6  at  the  Chesterfield  Generat¬ 
ing  Station,  #1,2  at  the  Yorktown  Generat¬ 
ing  Station,  #1,2 ,3, 4  at  the  Portsmouth 
Generating  Station,  in  lieu  of  petroleum 
products  or  natural  gas,  is  practicable  and 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  This 
proposed  finding  is  based  on  the  facts,  in¬ 
terpretations  and  assumptions  stated  be¬ 
low. 

(A)(1)  Revenue  requirements,  (a)  The 
investment  costs  that  result  from  the  ac¬ 
quisition  and  refurbishment  of  equipment 
and  facilities  associated  with  the  burning 
of  coal  by  the  above  listed  powerplants  are 
estimated  to  be  approximately  $48,378,000. 
This  estimate  is  based  on  existing  FEA  in¬ 
formation  and  on  information  filed  with 
the  FEA  by  the  powerplants  concerning 
items  of  equipment  and  facilities  that  would 
have  to  be  acquired  or  refurbished  and  the 
costs  of  such  acquisition  or  refurbishment. 

(1)  Costs  of  acquisition  or  refurbishing 
equipment  are  allocated  as  follows: 

(A)  $47,520,000  to  comply  with  air  pollu¬ 
tion  control  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

(B)  $858,000  to  make  those  technical  plant 
and  equipment  adjustments  associated  with 
the  burning  of  coal,  as  well  as  to  comply 
with  environmental  requirements  other  than 
those  Imposed  by  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

(b)  The  increase  in  operating  costs  other 
than  fuel  costs  that  result  from  the  burning 
of  coal  are  estimated  to  be  approximately 
$1,452,000  per  year. 

(c)  (i)  The  price  of  petroleum  products 
available  to  the  powerplant  is  approximately 
1.80  cents  to  1.90  cents  per  million  Btus. 
The  price  of  coal  of  the  type  used  by 
the  above  listed  powerplants  is  approxi¬ 
mately  1.55  cents  to  1.65  cents  per  million. 
Btus.  The  burning  of  coal  by  the  above 


Powerplant 

designations 

Fuel 

Type  of  change 

Capacity  change 
(megawatts) 

Status  and  effective  date 

Possum  Point  unit 
No.  5. 

Residual  oil _ 

...  Addition . 

+845 

Under  construction.  Commence¬ 
ment  of  commercial  operation 
July  1975. 

Reeves  Avenue . 

..  No.  2  oil _ 

. .  Retirement . 

-95 

Dec.  31,  1975. 

12th  8t _ _ _ 

—86 

Do. 
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listed  powerplants  will  result  in  a  reduction 
of  .15  cents  to  .35  cents  per  million  Btus  or 
$18  million  to  42  million  per  year. 

(ii)  The  Virginia  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sion  permits  the  inclusion  of  increased  fuel 
costs  in  the  rate  base  through  a  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  clause  and,  if  there  is  a  decrease 
in  the  cost  of  fuel  as  a  result  of  burning  coal, 
there  will  be  a  decrease  in  such  rate  base. 

(d)  The  total  annual  incremental  in¬ 
crease  in  revenue  requirements  resulting 
from  costs  associated  with  burning  coal  as 
opposed  to  oil  is  $13,557,000. 

(2)  Financial  capabilities,  (a)  Based  on 
the  most  recent  financial  statements  and 
capital  expenditure  programs  of  Virginia 
Electric  Power  Company,  as  well  as  other 
information  available  to  FEA,  FEA  pro¬ 
poses  to  find  that  the  prohibition  orders 
for  the  above  listed  powerplants  is  practi¬ 
cable.  This  financial  assessment  included  an 
evaluation  of  generally  accepted  financial 
ratios;  effects  on  capitalization  as  a  result  of 
the  costs  of  burning  of  coal;  impact  on  cur¬ 
rent  and  future  construction  programs;  and 
possible  impacts  on  rates.  This  assessment 
incorporated,  but  was  not  limited  to,  con¬ 
sideration  of:  the  $48  million  investment  re¬ 
quirement  (or  1.5  percent)  in  relation  to  net 
property  and  plant  of  the  company  of  $3,194 
billion  and  1975-1977  construction  budget 
estimate  of  the  company  of  $2.7  billion  (or 
1.8  percent);  the  total  capitalization  of  the 
company  of  $3,003  billion;  the  change  in 
1974  to  1975  construction  budgets  of  395 
million  to  1  billion  and  the  20  years  remain¬ 
ing  useful  life  of  the  plants.  These  assess¬ 
ments,  the  above  findings,  and  other 
evaluations  of  the  general  financial  health  of 
the  company  were  the  basis  of  this  finding. 

(B)  Because  this  prohibition  order  will 
discourage  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petrole¬ 
um  products  and  encourage  the  increased  use 
of  coal,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  its  issuance 
would  be  consistent  with  the  purpose  of 
ESECA  "to  provide  a  means  to  assist  in  meet¬ 
ing  the  essential  needs  of  the  United  States 
for  fuels.”  Further,  on  the  basis  of  the  en¬ 
vironmental  analyses  conducted  by  FEA,  the 
analyses  of  air  quality  impacts  which  EPA 
is  required  to  conduct  prior  to  effectiveness 
of  a  prohibition  order,  as  well  as  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  the  powerplant  to  comply  with  the 
Clean  Air  Act  and  other  applicable  environ¬ 
mental  protection  requirements,  FEA  pro¬ 
poses  to  find  that  the  prohibition  order  is 
also  consistent  with  the  purpose  of  ESECA 
to  provide  for  a  means  to  meet  the  Nation’s 
essential  fuel  needs”  “in  a  manner  which  is 
consistent,  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable, 
with  existing  national  commitments  to  pro¬ 
tect  and  improve  the  environment.” 

(ill)  Coal  and  coal  transportation  facili¬ 
ties  will  be  available  during  the  period  the 
prohibition  order  is  in  effect.  Based  on  an 
analysis  of  the  Information  submitted  to  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  coal  and  coal  transportation  facili¬ 
ties  will  be  available  to  these  powerplants 
during  the  period  until  December  31,  1978. 
The  period  until  December  31,  1978  is  the 
period  during  all  or  part  of  which  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  to  which  these  findings  relate 
will  be  in  effect.  This  proposed  finding  is 
based  upon  the  following  facts,  interpreta¬ 
tions,  and  assumptions: 

(A)  (1)  It  Is  estimated  that  It  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  nationally  as  follows: 

Production 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  . . 662 

1976  _ 679 

i97s~:~::::::::::::::~  735 


(2)  The  estimated  national  demand,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  increased  demand  resulting  from 
FEA  action  under  the  authority  of  section  2 
of  ESECA,  is  as  follows : 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  _ 640 

1976  _ 664 

1977  . 688 

1978  . 716 


(3)  The  estimated  additional  national  de¬ 
mand  for  coal  resulting  from  the  prohibition 
order  to  which  this  finding  relates,  and  from 
FEA  actions  under  authority  of  section  2  of 
ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  . -  0. 7 

1976  . . - . .  4.0 

1977  _ _ 13.  6 

1978  _  16.2 


(4)  Coal  of  the  specific  type  required  for 
use  by  this  powerplant  has  been  identified  in 
the  reserves  of  the  Northern  and  Southern 
Appalachian  Coal  supply  regions,  which  con¬ 
sist  of  Bureau  of  Mines  Districts  1  through  8 
and  13. 

(5)  It  is  estimated  that  it  will  be  practica¬ 
ble  to  produce  coal  from  the  Northern  and 
Southern  Appalachian  coal  supply  regions  as 
follows; 


Production 

Year:  1  (million  tons) 

1975  _ 406 

1976  _ 402 

1977  _ 407 

1978  _ 412 


(6)  The  regional  and  national  production 
estimates  stated  in  items  (1)  and  (5)  as¬ 
sume  a  surge  capacity,  or  ability  to  increase 
production  over  normal  levels,  of  approx¬ 
imately  4  percent.  A  1975  study  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Mines  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  indicates  a  national  surge  capacity 
of  approximately  up  to  6  percent.  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  an  industry  survey  in  late  1974, 
the  coal  Industry  itself  Indicated  that  it  had 
a  surge  capacity  of  up  to  8  percent.  By  com¬ 
parison,  the  increased  national  demand  for 
coal  resulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to 
which  this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA 
actions  under  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  less 
than  one  tenth  of  a  percent  in  1975,  increas¬ 
ing  to  a  maximum  of  2.3  percent  in  1978  of 
estimated  national  demand  stated  in  item 
(2) .  A  market  survey  of  traditional  coal  sup¬ 
pliers  to  FEA  Region  3  consumers  indicates 
that  there  is  ample  production  capability  to 
support  increased  demand  for  coal  from 
this  region  resulting  from  the  prohibition 
order  to  which  this  finding  relates  and  other 
FEA  actions  under  section  2  of  ESECA. 

(7)  No  State  or  local  laws  or  policies  which 
would  limit  the  extraction  of  this  coal  have 
been  found  by  FEA  or  brought  to  FEA's 
attention. 

(8)  The  estimated  demand  for  coal  from 
these  supply  regions,  excluding  any  increased 
demand  resulting  from  FEA  actions  under 
the  authority  of  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  as 


follbws : 

Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  .  390 

1976  _ 394 

1977  _ 395 

1978  . . 398 


(9)  The  estimated  additional  demand  for 
coal  from  these  supply  regions  resulting  from 
the  prohibition  order  to  which  this  finding 
relates  and  from  other  FEA  orders  under 
section  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Demand 

(million 


Year:  tons) 

1975  . 0.  4 

1976  _ 2.5 

1977  _ 10.2 

1978  _ 12.4 


(10)  On  the  basis  of  the  above  informa¬ 
tion,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  estimated 
production  of  coal  of  the  specific  type  re¬ 
quired  for  use  by  this  powerplant  exceeds  the 
estimated  demand  for  such  coal  by  amounts 
adequate  to  support  a  conclusion  that  such 
coal  will  be  available  to  these  powerplants 
during  the  period  until  December  31,  1978. 

(B)(1)  Adequate  rail  facilities  exist  be¬ 
tween  these  coal  supply  regions  and  the 
powerplant  to  transport  the  coal  that  will  be 
used  by  such  powerplant  pursuant  to  this 
order. 

(2)  There  is  a  spur  line  which  will  be  able 
to  deliver  this  coal  from  the  main  rail  line 
to  these  powerplants. 

(3)  Sufficient  rolling  stock  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Chesapeake  &  Ohio  Railway  for 
transporting  this  coal  during  the  period  until 
December  31,  1978. 

(iv)  The  prohibition  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  its 
primary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the 
reliability  of  service  in  the  area  served  by 
the  affected  powerplants.  Based  on  an  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  information  submitted  to  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA,  and  after  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  prohibi¬ 
tion  of  the  Yorktown  Units  #1  and  #2 
powerplants  of  the  Virginia  Electric  Power 
Company  from  burning  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  as  their  primary  energy 
source  will  not  impair  the  reliability  of  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  area  served  by  such  powerplants. 
This  proposed  finding  is  based  on  the  facts, 
assumptions,  and  interpretations  stated 
below : 

(A)(1)  Interconnections  and  power  dis¬ 
patching.  (a)  The  Yorktown  Units  are  with¬ 
in  the  geographical  area  of  the  South¬ 
eastern  Electric  Reliability  Council  (SERC) 
regional  electric  reliability  council. 

(b)  It  is  interconnected  with  and  its  op¬ 
erations  and  planning  are  coordinated  with 
the  other  members  of  the  VACAR  subregion 
of  SERC.  Agreements  among  the  VACAR 
companies  Include  scheduled  outage  co¬ 
ordination  and  reserve  assistance.  The  Vir¬ 
ginia  Electric  Power  Company  is  also  inter¬ 
connected  with  utilities  that  are  members  of 
either  the  PJM  Power  Pool  or  the  East 
Central  Area  Reliability  Council. 

(c)  Dispatching  of  electric  power  within 
the  VEPCO  service  area  is  controlled  by  Vir¬ 
ginia  Electric  Power  Company. 

(d)  “Dispatching  system”  as  used  in  this 
finding  means  Virginia  Electric  Power 
Company. 

(2)  Forecast  peak  loads,  (a)  Forecast  of 
peak  loads  for  the  dispatching  system  during 
the  year  in  which  the  Yorktown  Units  are 
expected  to  be  Implementing  the  herein  pro¬ 
hibition  order  is  as  follows; 

Summer  Load  Period  (June-Aug.)  1975, 
Peak  7500  MWe,  July;  Fall  Load  Period 
(Sept.-Nov.)  1975,  Peak  7100  MWe,  Sept., 
Winter  Load  Period  (Dec.-Feb.)  1976-76 
Peak  6070  MWe,  Jan.;  Spring  Load  Period 
(March-May)  1976,  Peak  5000  MWe,  May. 

(b)  The  peak  loads  forecast  have  been 
compared  with  peak  loads  in  previous  similar 
periods  and  the  compound  load  growth  rate 
for  these  forecast  is  5.6  percent,  which  is 
considered  reasonable. 

(3)  Capacity,  (a)  The  present  net  de¬ 
pendable  capacity  of  all  powerplants  of  the 
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dispatching  system  that  now  are  engaged  in 
the  sale  or  exchange  of  electric  power  is 
8340  MWe. 

(b)  Additions,  retirements,  and  power- 
plant  reratings  during  the  period  in  which 


(4)  Scheduled  outages,  (a)  A  scheduled 
outage  of  4  weeks  for  Unit  #1  and  3  weeks 
for  Unit  #2  is  estimated  to  be  required  to 
make  any  modification,  installation,  or  other 
physical  adjustment  associated  with  cessa¬ 
tion  of  the  burning  of  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  as  the  powerplants’  primary 
energy  source.  Immediately  following  modi¬ 
fication  during  on-line  testing  and  adjust¬ 
ment,  the  powerplants  will  be  less  than  fully 
dependable.  This  period  should  not  exceed 
30  days. 

Modifications  are  forecast  to  commence 
approximately  October  1,  1975,  and  to  be 
complete  and  fully  tested  by  February  1,  1976. 

(b)  Planned  maintenance  of  other  power- 
plants  and  nuclear  plant  refueling  during 
the  period  the  powerplants  will  be  imple¬ 
menting  the  herein  prohibition  order  will 
cause  the  dispatching  system  to  average  700 
megawatts  of  lost  capability  during  the  fall 
load  period  and  1400  megawatts  during  the 
winter  load  period. 

(5)  Net  dependable  capacity.  The  forecast 
net  dependable  capacity  for  the  dispatching 
system  during  the  period  (shown  as  quarter 
years)  in  which  the  powerplants  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  implementing  the  herein  pro- 
hiblton  order  and  the  next  quarter  follow¬ 
ing  is:  Fall  1975,  9185  MWe;  Winter  1975-76, 
9004  MWe. 

(6)  Gross  reserve  margin-dispatching  sys¬ 
tem.  (a)  The  expected  minimum  gross  re¬ 
serve  margin  (difference  between  net  system 
capability  and  peak  load  in  percent  of  peak 
load)  of  the  dispatching  system  for  the  load 
periods  specified  are  as  follows:  Fall  1975, 
29.4  percent;  Winter  1975-76,  48.3  percent. 

(b)  After  deducting  the  net  capacity  of 
units  scheduled  for  maintenance  or  refueling 
during  these  same  load  periods.  The  expected 
minimum  reserve  margins  are : 

Fall  1975,  19.5  percent;  Winter  1975-76, 

25.2  percent. 

(7)  Derating.  There  will  be  no  derating  of 
the  powerplants  when  using  coal  as  their 
primary  energy  source. 

(8)  System  stability.  Available  information 
regarding  system  stability  for  the  dispatching 
system  has  been  evaluated  for  each  of  the 
load  periods  stated  in  paragraph  (5)  and  the 
issuance  of  a  prohibition  order  to  the  power- 
plants  will  not  cause  a  significant  system 
stability  problem. 

(B)  Reliability  of  service.  (1)  The  esti¬ 
mated  gross  reserve  margin  of  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  during  the  implementation  period 
associated  with  the  commencement  the 
burning  of  coal  as  a  primary  energy  source 
is  forecast  to  range  between  19.5  percent  and 

26.2  percent,  depending  upon  the  date  of  the 
period  of  powerplant  outage.  By  scheduling 
the  implementation  period  during  the  fall 
or  winter  load  periods,  the  estimated  gross 
dispatching  system's  reserve  margin  will  be 
above  19.5  percent,  and  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  considers  this  to  be  an  accept¬ 
able  reserve  margin. 

(2)  If  dispatching  system  conditions  at  the 
time  of  the  implementation  period  are  as 
presently  forecast  by  FEA  in  this  proposed 
finding,  there  will  be  no  Impairment  of  re¬ 
liability  of  service  within  the  meaning  of 


the  Virginia  Electric  Power  Company  will 
be  implementing  the  herein  prohibition 
order,  as  listed  below,  will  cause  the  follow¬ 
ing  changes  in  net  dependable  capacity  of 
such  dispatching  system: 


ESECA  and  the  regulations  promulgated 
thereunder,  in  the  area  served  by  Virginia 
Electric  Power  Company. 

(3)  Existing  transmission  system  inter¬ 
connections  with  other  utilities  are  pres¬ 
ently  scheduled  to  transfer  approximately 
300  megawatts,  out  of  the  dispatching  sys¬ 
tem;  however,  the  capacity  to  transfer  ap¬ 
proximately  1800  megawatts  of  power  into 
the  dispatching  system  exists.  This  capacity 
will  provide  emergency  resource  of  electric 
power  during  the  implementation  period  and 
will  enhance  the  reliability  of  service. 

4.  OFU-03-*  035,  036.  037,  Virginia  Electric 

Power  Cl  ’>any,  Powerplants  1,  2.  3  and 

4,  Generating  Station  —  Portsmouth, 

Chesapeake,  Virginia. 

(a)  Proposed  findings  and  rationale  for 
findings. 

1.  Capability  and  necessary  plant  equip¬ 
ment  finding.  Based  on  an  analysts  of  the 
information  submitted  to  or  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  on 
June  22,  1974,  these  powerplants  had  the  cap¬ 
ability  and  necessary  plant  equipment  to 
burn  coal.  This  proposed  finding  is  based  on 
facts,  interpretations  and  assumptions  stated 
below : 

(A)  These  powerplants  had  in  place,  on 
June  22,  1974,  a  boiler  that  was  capable  of 
burning  coal,  in  that  such  boiler  had  been 
designed  and  constructed,  or  had  been  modi¬ 
fied  to  enable  it  to  burn  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  or  to  burn  coal  and  another 
fossil  fuel  interchangeably  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
on  June  22,  1974,  such  powerplant  may  not 
have  been  burning  coal  as  its  primary  energy 
source. 

(B)  Based  on  information  filed  with  FEA 
on  March  14,  1975,  by  The  Virginia  Electric 
and  Power  Company,  the  following  signifi¬ 
cant  equipment  or  facilities  would  have  to  be 
acquired  or  substantially  refurbished: 

I.  Boiler. 

a.  Burner  corner  repair  (buckets,  dampers), 

b.  Relocation  of  side  ignitors  and  oil  guns, 

c.  Recalibration  of  boiler  controls. 

d.  Repair  of  IR-soot  blowers, 

e.  Ash  pit  repairs, 

f.  Install  wear  plates  on  I.D.  fan  blades, 

g.  Removal  of  refractory  from  furnace 
walls, 

h.  Change-out  of  orifices  In  lower  drums, 

i.  Repair  preheaters, 

J.  Replace  mechanical  collector  cones, 

k.  Repairs  to  electrostatic  precipitator 
(Unit  No.  4); 

2.  Coal  handling  system. 

a.  Inspection  and  repair  of  coal  feeders  and 
mills, 

b.  Repair  to  coal  burner  piping; 

3.  Ash  handling  system. 

a.  Reinstall  dry  fly  ash  system; 

4.  Coal  storage  equipment. 

a.  Replace  “D”  Conveyor  Belt, 

b.  Repair  railroad  tracks  and  switches, 

c.  Obtain  locomotive  and  tractor, 

d.  Replace  stock-out  boom  conveyor  belt. 

FEA  assumes  that  on  June  22,  1974,  these 

powerplants  had  all  other  significant  equip¬ 


ment  and  facilities  associated  with  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal. 

(C)  Within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  pursuant  thereto, 
the  equipment  and  facilities  listed  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  do  not  individually  or  in  combi¬ 
nation  constitute  a  lack  of  capability  and 
necessary  plant  equipment  to  burn  coal  as 
of  June  22,  1974. 

(11)  Burning  of  coal  in  lieu  of  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products  is  practicable  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  Based 
on  an  analysis  of  the  information  submitted 
or  otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  burning  of  coal  by  Power- 
plants  #  3,4, 5, 6  at  the  Chesterfield  Generating 
Station,  #1,2  at  the  Yorktown  Generating 
Station,  #1,2 ,3, 4  at  the  Portsmouth  Gener¬ 
ating  Station,  in  lieu  of  petroleum  products 
or  natural  gas,  is  practicable  and  consistent 
with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  This  proposed 
finding  is  based  on  the  facts,  interpretations 
and  assumptions  stated  below. 

(A)  (1)  Revenue  requirements,  (a)  The 
investment  costs  that  result  from  the  acqui¬ 
sition  and  refurbishment  of  equipment  and 
facilities  associated  with  the  burning  of  coal 
by  the  above  listed  powerplants  are  estimated 
to  be  approximately  $48,378,000.  This  esti¬ 
mate  is  based  on  existing  FEA  information 
and  on  information  filed  with  the  FEA  by  the 
powerplants  concerning  items  of  equipment 
and  facilities  that  would  have  to  be  acquired 
or  refurbished  and  the  costs  of  such  acaulsl- 
tion  or  refurbishment. 

(1)  Costs  of  acquisition  or  refurbishing 
equipment  are  allocated  as  follows: 

(A)  $47,520,000  to  comply  with  air  pollu¬ 
tion  control  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

(B)  $858,000  to  make  those  technical  plant 
and  equipment  adjustments  associated  with 
the  burning  of  coal,  as  well  as  to  comply  with 
environmental  requirements  other  than 
those  imposed  by  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

(b)  The  increase  in  operating  costs  other 
than  fuel  costs  that  result  from  the  burning 
of  coal  are  estimated  to  be  approximately 
$1,452,000  per  year. 

(c)  (i)  The  price  of  petroleum  products 
available  to  the  powerplant  is  approximately 
1.80  cents  to  1.90  cents  per  million  Btus. 
The  price  of  coal  of  the  type  used  by  the 
above  listed  powerplants  is  approximately 
1.65  cents  to  1.65  cents  per  million  Btus.  The 
burning  of  coal  by  the  above  listed  power- 
plants  will  result  in  a  reduction  of  .15  cents 
to  .35  cents  per  million  Btus  or  $18  million 
to  42  million  per  year. 

(ii)  The  Virginia  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sion  permits  the  Inclusion  of  increased  fuel 
costs  in  the  rate  base  through  a  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  and,  if  there  is  a  decrease  in  the 
cost  of  fuel  as  a  result  of  burning  coal,  there 
will  be  a  decrease  in  such  rate  base. 

(d)  The  total  annual  incremental  Increase 
in  revenue  requirements  resulting  from  costs 
associated  with  burning  coal  as  opposed  to 
oil  is  $13,557,000. 

(2)  Financial  capabilities,  (a)  Based  on 
the  most  recent  financial  statements  and 
capital  expenditure  programs  of  Virginia 
Electric  Power  Company,  as  well  as  other  in¬ 
formation  available  to  it,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  the  prohibition  orders  for  the  above 
listed  powerplants  is  practicable.  This  finan¬ 
cial  assessment  Included  an  evaluation  of 
generally  accepted  financial  ratios;  effects  on 
capitalization  as  a  result  of  the  costs  of 
burning  of  coal;  impact  on  current  and  fu¬ 
ture  construction  programs;  and  possible  im¬ 
pacts  on  rates.  This  assessment  Incorporated, 
but  was  not  limited  to,  consideration  of:  the 
$48  million  investment  requirement  (or  1.5 
percent)  in  relation  to  net  property  and  plant 
of  the  company  of  $3,194  billion  and  1975- 
1977  construction  budget  estimate  of  the 


Powerplant 

designation 

Fuel 

Type  of  change 

Capacity 
chan,  j 
(megawatts) 

Status  and  effective  dato 

Possum  Point  unit 

Residual  oil. . . . 

+845 

Under  construction.  Planned  in- 

No.  5. 

Reeves  Avenue _ 

12th  St . 

..  No.  2  oil . 

... _ do . 

...  Retirement . 

. do . 

—95 

—86 

service  date  is  July  1975. 

Dec.  31,  1975. 

Do. 
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company  of  $2.7  billion  (or  1.8  percent); 
the  total  capitalization  of  the  company  of 
$3,003  billion;  the  change  In  1974  to  1975 
construction  budgets  of  395  million  to  1  bil¬ 
lion  and  the  20  years  remaining  useful  life 
of  t*he  plants.  These  assessments,  the  above 
findings,  and  other  evaluations  of  the  general 
financial  health  of  the  company  were  the 
basis  of  this  finding. 

(B)  Because  this  prohibition  order  will 
discourage  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  and  encourage  the  increased 
use  of  coal,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  its 
issuance  would  be  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  ESECA  “to  provide  a  means  to  assist 
in  meeting  the  essential  needs  of  the  United 
States  for  fuels.”  Further,  on  the  basis  of  the 
environmental  analyses  conducted  by  FEA, 
the  analyses  of  air  quality  impacts  which 
EPA  is  required  to  conduct  prior  to  effective¬ 
ness  of  a  prohibition  order,  as  well  as  the 
necessity  for  the  powerplant  to  comply  with 
the  Clean  Air  Act  and  other  applicable  en¬ 
vironmental  protection  requirements,  FEA 
proposes  to  find  that  the  prohibition  order  is 
also  consistent  with  the  purpose  of  ESECA  to 
provide  for  a  means  to  meet  the  Nation’s 
essential  fuel  needs”  “in  a  manner  which  is 
consistent,  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable, 
with  existing  national  commitments  to  pro¬ 
tect  and  improve  the  environment.” 

(iii)  Coal  and  coal  transportation  facilities 
will  be  available  during  the  period  the  prohi¬ 
bition  order  is  in  effect.  Based  on  an  analysis 
of  the  information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that 
coal  and  coal  transportation  facilities  will  be 
available  to  these  powerplants  during  the 
period  until  December  31,  1978.  The  period 
until  December  31,  1978  is  the  period  during 
all  or  part  of  which  the  prohibition  order  to 
which  these  findings  relate  will  be  in  effect. 
This  proposed  finding  is  based  upon  the  fol¬ 
lowing  facts,  interpretations,  and  assump¬ 
tions: 

(A)(1)  It  is  estimated  that  it  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  nationally  as  follows: 


Production 

Year :  ( million  tons ) 

1975  _ _ - . . 662 

1976  _ 679 

1977  _  707 

1978  _ 735 


(2)  The  estimated  national  demand,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  increased  demand  resulting  from 
FEA  action  under  the  authority  of  section  2 
of  ESECA,  is  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  ( million  tons) 

1975  . 640 

1976  _ 664 

1977  _ _ - . . 688 

1978  _ 716 


(3)  The  estimated  additional  national  de¬ 
mand  for  coal  resulting  from  the  prohibition 
order  to  which  this  finding  relates,  and  from 
FEA  actions  under  authority  of  section  2  of 

ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year;  ( million  tons) 

1975  . . - . .  0.7 

1976  _  4. 0 

1977  _ 13.6 

1978  _ 16.2 


(4)  Coal  of  the  specific  type  required  for 
use  by  this  powerplant  has  been  identified 
in  the  reserves  of  the  Northern  and  South¬ 


ern  Appalachian  Coal  supply  regions,  which 
consist  of  Bureau  of  Mines  Districts  1 
through  8  and  13. 

(5)  It  is  estimated  that  it  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  from  the  Northern 
and  Southern  Appalachian  coal  supply 
regions  as  follows: 


Production 

Year.  (million  tons) 

1975  . 406 

1976  . 402 

1977  _ 407 

1978  _ 412 


(6)  The  regional  and  national  production 
estimates  stated  in  items  (1)  and  (5)  assume 
a  surge  capacity,  or  ability  to  increase  pro¬ 
duction  over  normal  levels,  of  approximately 
4  percent.  A  1975  study  by  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  indi¬ 
cates  a  national  surge  capacity  of  approxi¬ 
mately  up  to  6  percent.  In  response  to  an 
industry  survey  in  late  1974,  the  coal  in¬ 
dustry  itself  Indicated  that  it  had  a  surge 
capacity  of  up  to  8  percent.  By  comparison, 
the  increased  national  demand  for  coal  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  less  than  one 
tenth  of  a  percent  in  1975,  increasing  to  a 
maximum  of  2.3  percent  in  1978  of  estimated 
national  demand  stated  in  item  (2) .  A  market 
survey  of  traditional  coal  suppliers  to  FEA 
Region  3  consumers  indicates  that  there  is 
ample  production  capability  to  support  in¬ 
creased  demand  for  coal  from  this  region  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA. 

(7)  No  State  or  local  laws  or  policies  which 
would  limit  the  extraction  of  this  coal  have 
been  found  by  FEA  or  brought  to  FEA”s 
attention. 

(8)  The  estimated  demand  for  coal  from 
these  supply  regions,  excluding  any  increased 
demand  resulting  from  FEA  actions  under 
the  authority  of  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  as 
follows : 

Demand 

(million 


Year:  tons) 

1975  . 390 

1976  _ 394 

1977  . 395 

1978  _ 398 


(9)  The  estimated  additional  demand  for 
coal  from  these  supply  regions  resulting  from 
the  prohibition  order  to  which  this  finding 
relates  and  from  other  FEA  orders  under 
section  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 

Demand 

(million 


Year:  tons) 

1975  _ _ _  0.4 

1976  _ _ _  2.5 

1977  . . - . -  10.  2 

1978  _ _  12.  4 


(10)  On  the  basts  of  the  above  informa¬ 
tion,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  estimated 
production  of  coal  of  the  specific  type  re¬ 
quired  for  use  by  this  powerplant  exceeds 
the  estimated  demand  for  such  coal  by 
amounts  adequate  to  support  a  conclusion 
that  such  coal  will  be  available  to  these 
powerplants  during  the  period  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978. 

(B)(1)  Adequate  rail  facilities  exist  be¬ 
tween  these  coal  supply  regions  and  the 


powerplant  to  transport  the  coal  that  will 
be  used  by  such  powerplant  pursuant  to  this 
order. 

(2)  There  is  a  spur  line  which  will  be  able 
to  deliver  this  coal  from  the  main  rail  line 
to  these  powerplants. 

(3)  Sufficient  rolling  stock  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Norfolk  &  Western  R.  R.  for 
transporting  this  coal  during  the  period 
until  December  31, 1978. 

(iv)  The  prohibition  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  its 
primary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the 
reliability  of  service  in  the  area  served  by 
the  affected  powerplants.  Based  on  an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  information  submitted  to  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA,  and  after  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  prohibi¬ 
tion  of  the  Portsmouth  Units  No.  1,  No.  2, 
No.  3,  and  No.  4  powerplants  of  the  Virginia 
Electric  Power  Company  from  burning  na¬ 
tural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  their 
primary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the 
reliability  of  service  in  the  area, served  by 
such  powerplants.  This  proposed  finding  is 
based  on  the  facts,  assumptions,  and  inter¬ 
pretations  stated  below: 

(A)(f)  Interconnections  and  power  dis¬ 
patching. 

(a)  The  Portsmouth  Units  are  within  the 
geographical  area  of  the  Southeastern  Elec¬ 
tric  Reliability  Council  (SERC)  regional  elec¬ 
tric  reliability  council. 

(b)  It  is  interconnected  with  and  its 
operations  and  planning  are  coordinated  with 
the  other  members  of  the  VACAR  Subregion 
of  SERC.  Agreements  among  the  VACAR 
companies  Include  scheduled  outage  co¬ 
ordination  and  reserve  assistance.  The  Vir¬ 
ginia  Electric  Power  Company  is  also  inter¬ 
connected  with  utilities  that  are  members 
of  either  the  PJM  Power  Pool  or  the  East 
Central  Area  Reliability  Council. 

(c)  Dispatching  of  electric  power  within 
the  Virginia  Electric  Power  Company  service 
area  is  controlled  by  Virginia  Electric  Power 
Company. 

(d)  “Dispatching  system"  as  used  in  this 
finding  means  Virginia  Electric  Power  Com¬ 
pany. 

(2)  Forecast  peak  loads,  (a)  Forecast  peak 
loads  for  the  dispatching  system  during  the 
year  in  which  the  Portsmouth  Units  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  implementing  the  herein  pro¬ 
hibition  order  is  as  follows: 

Summer  Load  Period  (June-Aug.)  1975. 
Peak  7500  MWe.  July;  Fall  Load  Period 
(Sept.-Nov.)  1975,  Peak  7100  MWe.  Sept.; 
Winter  Load  Period  (Dec.-Feb.)  1975-76, 
Peak  6070  MWe.  Jan.;  Spring  Load  Period 
(March-May)  1976.  Peak  5000  MWe,  May. 

(b)  The  peak  loads  forecast  have  been 
compared  with  peak  loads  in  previous  similar 
periods  and  the  compound  load  growth  rate 
for  these  forecasts  is  5.6  percent,  which  is 
considered  reasonable. 

(3)  Capacity,  (a)  The  present  net  depend¬ 
able  capacity  of  all  powerplants  of  the  dis¬ 
patching  system  that  now  are  engaged  in 
the  sale  or  exchange  of  electric  power  if 
8340  MWe. 

(b)  Additions,  retirements,  and  powerplant 
reratings  during  the  period  in  which  the 
Virginia  Electric  Power  Company  will  be 
implementing  the  herein  prohibition  order, 
as  listed  below,  will  cause  the  following 
changes  in  net  dependable  capacity  of  such 
dispatching  system : 
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Powerplant 

designation 

Fuel 

Type  of  change 

Capacity 

change 

(megawatts) 

Status  and  effective  date 

+845 

-95 

No.  5. 

..  No.  2  oil . 

service  date  is  July  1975. 

Dec.  31,  1975. 

12th  8t . . 

. do . 

. do . 

—86 

Do. 

.  (4)  Scheduled  outages,  (a)  A  scheduled 
outage  of  3  weeks  for  Unit  #1,  3  weeks  for 
Unit  #2,  3  weeks  for  Unit  #3,  and  4  weeks 
for  Unit  #4  is  estimated  to  be  required  to 
make  any  modification,  installation,  or  other 
physical  adjustment  associated  with  cessa¬ 
tion  of  the  burning  of  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  as  the  powerplants’  primary 
energy  source.  Immediately  following  modi¬ 
fication  during  on-line  testing  and  adjust¬ 
ment,  the  powerplants  will  be  less  than  fully 
dependable.  This  period  should  not  exceed 
30  days  for  each  unit. 

Modifications  are  forecast  to  commence 
approximately  November  1,  1975,  and  to  be 
complete  and  fully  tested  by  April  1,  1976. 

(b)  Planned  maintenance  of  other  power- 
plants  rated  100  MWe  or  higher  and  nuclear 
plant  refueling  during  the  period  the  power- 
plant  will  be  implementing  the  herein  pro¬ 
hibition  order  will  cause  the  dispatching  sys¬ 
tem  to  average  700  megawatts  of  lost  capa¬ 
bility  during  the  fall  load  period  and  1400 
megawatts  during  the  winter  load  period. 

(5)  Net  dependable  capacity.  The  forecast 
net  dependable  capacity  for  the  dispatching 
system  during  the  period  (shown  as  quarter 
years)  in  which  the  powerplants  are  expected 
to  be  implementing  the  herein  prohibition 
order  and  the  next  quarter  following  is:  Fall 
1975,  9185  MWe;  Winter  1975-76,  9004  MWe. 

(6)  Gross  reserve  margin-dispatching  sys¬ 
tem.  (a)  The  expected^  minimum  gross  re¬ 
serve  margin  (difference  between  net  system 
capability  and  peak  load  in  percent  of  peak 
load)  of  the  dispatching  system  for  the  load 
periods  specified  are  as  follows:  Fall  1975, 
29.4  percent;  Winter  1975-76,  48.3  percent. 

(b)  After  deducting  the  net  capacity  of 
units  scheduled  for  maintenance  or  refueling 
during  these  same  load  periods.  The  expected 
minimum  reserve  margins  are:  Fall  1975, 
17.0  percent:  Winter  1975-76,  25.2  percent. 

(7)  Derating.  There  will  be  no  derating  of 
the  powerplants  when  using  coal  as  the  pri¬ 
mary  energy  source. 

(8)  System  stability.  Available  information 
regarding  system  stability  for  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  has  been  evaluated  for  each  of  the 
load  periods  stated  in  paragraph  (5)  and  the 
issuance  of  a  prohibition  order  to  the  power- 
plants  will  not  cause  a  significant  system 
stability  problem. 

(B)  Reliability  of  service.  (1)  The  esti¬ 
mated  gross  reserve  margin  of  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  during  the  implementation  period 
associated  with  the  commencement  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal  as  a  primary  energy  source  is 
forecast  to  range  between  17.0  percent  and 
25.2  percent,  depending  upon  the  date  of  the 
period  of  powerplant  outage.  By  scheduling 
the  implementation  period  during  the  fall 
and  winter  load  periods  the  estimated  gross 
dispatching  system’s  reserve  margin  will  be 
above  17.0  percent,  and  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  considers  this  to  be  an  accept¬ 
able  reserve  margin. 

(2)  If  dispatching  system  conditions  at  the 
time  of  the  Implementation  period  are  as 
presently  forecast  by  FEA  in  this  finding, 
there  will  be  no  Impairment  of  reliability  of 
service,  within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder,  in 
the  area  served  by  the  Virginia  Electric  Power 
Company. 

(3)  Existing  transmission  system.intercon- 
nections  with  other  utilities  are  presently 


scheduled  to  transfer  approximately  300 
megawatts  out  of  the  dispatching  system; 
however,  the  capacity  to  transfer  approxi¬ 
mately  1800  megawatts  of  power  into  tHte 
dispatching  system  exists.  This  capacity  will 
provide  emergency  resource  of  electric  power 
during  the  implementation  period  and  will 
enhance  the  reliability  of  service. 

5.  OFU-038,  039,  Baltimore  Oas  and  Electric 

Company,  Powerplants  1  and  2,  Generat¬ 
ing  Station — Crane,  Baltimore,  Maryland 

(a)  Proposed  findings  and  rationale  for 
findings. 

i.  Capability  and  necessary  plant  equip¬ 
ment  finding.  Based  on  an  analysis  of  the 
information  submitted  to  or  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  to  FEA,  FEA  proposed  to  find  that  on 
June  22,  1974,  these  powerplants  had  the 
capability  and  necessary  plant  equipment  to 
burn  coal.  This  proposed  finding  is  based  on 
facts,  interpretations  and  assumptions  stated 
below: 

(A)  These  powerplants  had  in  place,  on 
June  22,  1974,  a  boiler  that  was  capable  of 
burning  coal,  in  that  such  boiler  had  been 
designed  and  constructed,  or  had  been  modi¬ 
fied  to  enable  it  to  burn  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  or  to  burn  coal  and  another 
fossil  fuel  interchangeably  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  on  June  22,  1974,  such  powerplant  may 
not  have  been  burning  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source. 

(B)  Based  on  information  filed  with  FEA 
on  April  14,  1975  by  The  Baltimore  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  the  following  significant 
equipment  or  facilities  would  have  to  be 
acquired  or  substantially  refurbished: 

1.  Repairs  to  flyash  transport  system; 

2.  Rebuild  crusher; 

3.  2  Bulldozers; 

4.  Upgrade  RR; 

5.  Car  thaw  pits; 

6.  New  belting; 

7.  Boiler  studding  and  sandblasting; 

8.  Boiler  burner  studding; 

9.  Sootblowing  work; 

10.  Work  on  monkey  coil  and  floor; 

11.  Rebuild  gas  recirculating  fans; 

12.  Work  on  air  heater; 

13.  Spare  parts  inventory; 

14.  Flyash  bunker; 

15.  Ash  blower; 

16.  Ash  sluice  pump. 

FEA  assumes  that  on  June  22,  1974,  these 
powerplants  had  all  other  significant  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities  associated  with  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal. 

(C)  Within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  pursuant  thereto, 
the  equipment  and  facilities  listed  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  do  not  individually  or  in  combina¬ 
tion  constitute  a  lack  of  capability  and  nec¬ 
essary  plant  equipment  to  burn  coal  as  of 
June  22,  1974. 

(ii)  Burning  of  coal  in  lieu  of  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products  is  practicable  and 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  Based 
on  an  analysis  of  the  Information  submitted 
or  otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  burning  of  coal  by  Power- 
plants  ft  4,  5  at  the  Riverside  Generating 
Station,  #1,  2  at  the  Wagner  Generating 
Station,  #1,  2  at  the  Crane  Generating 
Station,  in  lieu  of  petroleum  products  or 
natural  gas,  is  practicable  and  consistent 


with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  This  proposed 
finding  is  based  on  the  facts,  interpretations 
and  assumptions  stated  below. 

(A)  (1)  Revenue  requirements,  (a)  The  in¬ 
vestment  costs  that  result  from  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  and  refurbishment  of  equipment  and 
facilities  associated  with  the  burning  of  coal 
by  the  above  listed  powerplants  are  estimated 
to  be  approximately  $19,717,000.  This  esti¬ 
mate  is  based  on  existing  FEA  Information 
and  on  information  filed  with  the  FEA  by 
the  powerplants  concerning  items  of  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities  that  would  have  to  be 
acquired  or  refurbished  and  the  costs  of  such 
acquisition  or  refurbishment. 

(1)  Costs  of  acquisition  or  refurbishing 
equipment  are  allocated  as  follows: 

(A)  $16,440,000  to  comply  with  air  pollu¬ 
tion  control  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

(B)  $3,277,000  to  make  those  technical 
plant  and  equipment  adjustments  associated 
with  the  burning  of  coal,  as  well  as  to  com¬ 
ply  with  environmental  requirements  other 
than  those  imposed  by  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

(b)  The  Increase  in  operating  costs  other 
than  fuel  costs  that  result  from  the  burning 
of  coal  are  estimated  to  be  approximately 
$68,000  per  year. 

(c)  (i)  The  price  of  petroleum  products 
available  to  the  powerplant  is  approximately 
$2.20  to  $2.30  per  million  Btus.  The  price  of 
coal  of  the  type  used  by  the  above  listed 
powerplants  is  approximately  $1.35  to  $1.45 
per  million  Btus.  The  burning  of  coal  by  the 
above  listed  powerplants  will  result  in  a  re¬ 
duction  of  .75  cents  to  .95  cents  per  million 
Btus  or  $30  million  to  $40  million  per  year. 

(il)  The  Maryland  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sion  permits  the  inclusion  of  Increased  fuel 
costs  in  the  rate  base  through  a  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  and,  if  there  is  a  decrease  in  the 
cost  of  fuel  as  a  result  of  burning  coal,  there 
will  be  a  decrease  in  such  rate  base. 

(d)  The  total  annual  incremental  increase 
in  revenue  requirements  resulting  from  costs 
associated  with  burning  coal  as  opposed  to 
oil  is  $3,689,000. 

(2)  Financial  capabilities,  (a)  Based  on 
the  most  recent  financial  statements  and 
capital  expenditure  programs  of  Baltimore 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  as  well  as  other 
information  available  to  it,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  the  prohibition  orders  for  the  above 
listed  powerplants  is  practicable.  This  finan¬ 
cial  assessment  Included  an  evaluation  of 
generally  accepted  financial  ratios;  effects 
on  capitalization  as  a  result  of  the  costs  of 
burning  of  coal;  Impact  on  current  and  fu¬ 
ture  construction  programs;  and  possible  im¬ 
pacts  on  rates.  This  assessment  incorporated, 
but  was  not  limited  to,  consideration  of:  the 
$19.7  million  investment  requirement  (or  1.0 
percent)  in  relation  to  the  net  property  and 
plant  of  the  company  of  $1.89  billion  and 
1975-1977  construction  budget  estimate  of 
the  company  of  $350  million  (or  1.9  percent) ; 
the  total  capitalization  of  the  company  of 
$1.91  billion;  the  change  in  1974  to  esti¬ 
mated  1975  construction  budgets  of  $231  mil¬ 
lion  to  $350  million;  and  the  15  years  re¬ 
maining  useful  life  of  the  plants.  These 
assessments,  the  above  findings,  and  other 
evaluations  of  the  general  financial  health  of 
the  company  were  the  basis  of  this  finding. 

(B)  Because  this  prohibition  order  will 
discourage  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  and  encourage  the  Increased 
use  of  coal,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  its 
issuance  would  be  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  ESECA  “to  provide  a  means  to  assist 
in  meeting  the  essential  needs  of  the  United 
States  for  fuels.’’  Further,  on  the  basis  of 
the  environmental  analyses  conducted  by 
FEA,  the  analyses  of  air  quality  Impacts 
which  EPA  is  required  to  conduct  prior  to 
effectiveness  of  a  prohibition  order,  as  well 
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as  the  necessity  for  the  powerplant  to  comply 
with  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  other  applicable 
environmental  protection  requirements,  FEA 
proposes  to  find  that  the  prohibition  order 
is  also  consistent  with  the  purpose  of  ESECA 
to  provide  for  a  means  to  meet  the  Nation’s 
essential  fuel  needs  “in  a  manner  which  is 
consistent,  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable, 
with  existing  national  commitments  to  pro¬ 
tect  and  improve  the  environment.” 

( ill)  Coal  and  coal  transportation  facilities 
will  be  available  during  the  period  the  prohi¬ 
bition  order  is  in  effect.  Based  on  an  analysis 
of  the  information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA.  FEA  proposes  to  find  that 
coal  and  coal  transportation  facilities  will  be 
available  to  these  powerplants  during  the 
period  until  December  31,  1978.  The  period 
until  December  31.  1978  is  the  period  during 
all  or  part  of  which  the  prohibition  order 
to  which  these  findings  relate  will  be  in  ef¬ 
fect.  This  proposed  finding  is  based  upon  the 
following  facts,  interpretations,  and  assump¬ 
tions: 

(A)(1)  It  is  estimated  that  it  will  be 
practicable  to  produce  coal  nationally  as 


follows: 

Production 

Year :  ( million  tons ) 

1975  - - -  662 

1976  . —  679 

1977  _ _ _ 707 

1978  - _ _ - _ 735 


(2)  The  estimated  national  demand,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  increased  demand  resulting  from 
FEA  action  under  the  authority  of  section 
2  of  ESECA,  is  as  follows : 


Demand 

Year :  ( million  tons ) 

1975  - .  640 

1976  _ 664 

1977  _ 688 

1978  _ 716 


(3)  The  estimated  additional  national  de¬ 
mand  for  coal  resulting  from  the  prohibition 
order  to  which  this  finding  relates,  and  from 
FEA  actions  under  authority  of  section  2  of 
ESECA,  will  be  as  follows : 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  _ 0.7  • 

1976  _  4. 0 

1977  _  13.6 

1978  _ 16.2 


(4)  Coal  of  the  specific  type  required  for 
use  by  this  powerplant  has  been  identified 
in  the  reserves  of  the  Northern  and  Southern 
Appalachian  Coal  supply  regions,  which  con¬ 
sist  of  Bureau  of  Mines  Districts  1  through  8 
and  13. 

(5)  It  is  estimated  that  it  will  be  practica¬ 
ble  to  produce  coal  from  the  Northern  and 
Southern  Appalachian  coal  supply  regions 
as  follows: 


Production 

Year :  ( million  tons ) 

1975  _ 406 

1976  . 402 

1977  _ 407 

1978  _ 412 


(6)  The  regional  and  national  production 
estimates  stated  in  items  (1)  and  (5)  as¬ 
sume  a  surge  capacity,  or  ability  to  increase 
production  over  normal  levels,  of  approxi¬ 
mately  4  percent.  A  1975  study  by  the  Bureau 
of  Mines  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
indicates  a  national  surge  capacity  of  approx¬ 
imately  up  to  6  percent.  In  response  to  an 
industry  survey  in  late  1974,  the  coal  indus¬ 
try  Itself  Indicated  that  it  had  a  surge  ca¬ 
pacity  of  up  to  8  percent.  By  comparison, 
the  increased  national  demand  for  coal  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 


under  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  less  than  one- 
tenth  of  a  percent  in  1975,  Increasing  to  a 
maximum  of  2.3  percent  in  1978  of  estimated 
national  demand  stated  in  item  (2).  A  mar¬ 
ket  survey  of  traditional  coal  suppliers  to 
FEA  Region  3  consumers  indicates  that  there 
is  ample  production  capability  to  support 
increased  demand  for  coal  from  this  region 
resulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA. 

(7)  No  State  or  local  laws  or  policies 
which  would  limit  the  extraction  of  this 
coal  have  been  found  by  FEA  or  brought  to 
FEA’s  attention. 

(8)  The  estimated  demand  for  coal  from 
these  supply  regions,  excluding  any  increased 
demand  resulting  from  FEA  actions  under 
the  authority  of  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  as 


follows : 

Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  . . . . 390 

1976  _ 394 

1977  . . . . 395 

1978  . . —  398 


(9)  The  estimated  additional  demand  for 
coal  from  these  supply  regions  resulting  from 
the  prohibition  order  to  which  this  finding 
relates  and  from  other  FEA  orders  under 
section  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  _ 0.4 

1976  _ _ _ _  2.  5 

1977  _  10. 2 

1978  _ _ -  12.  4 


(10)  On  the  basis  of  the  above  informa¬ 
tion.  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  estimated 
production  of  coal  of  the  specific  type  re¬ 
quired  for  use  by  this  powerplant  exceeds 
the  estimated  demand  for  such  coal  by 
amounts  adequate  to  support  a  conclusion 
that  such  coal  will  be  available  to  these 
powerplants  during  the  period  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978. 

(B)(1)  Adequate  rail  facilities  exist  be¬ 
tween  these  coal  supply  regions  and  the 
powerplant  to  transport  the  coal  that  will  be 
used  by  such  powerplant  pursuant  to  this 
order. 

(2)  There  is  a  spur  line  which  will  be 
able  to  deliver  this  coal  from  the  main  rail 
line  to  these  powerplants. 

(3)  Sufficient  rolling  stock  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Penn  Central  for  transporting 
this  coal  during  the  period  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978. 


(4)  Scheduled  outages,  (a)  A  scheduled 
outage  of  4  weeks  for  each  unit  is  estimated 
to  be  required  to  make  any  modification,  in¬ 
stallation,  or  other  physical  adjustment  asso¬ 
ciated  with  cessation  of  the  burning  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  the 
powerplants’  primary  energy  source.  Immedi¬ 
ately  following  modification  during  on-line 
testing  and  adjustment,  the  powerplants  will 
be  less  than  fully  dependable.  This  period 
should  not  exceed  30  days.  Modifications  are 
forecast  to  commence  approximately  March 
15,  1976  and  to  be  completed  and  fully  tested 
by  July  15,  1976. 

(b)  Planned  maintenance  of  other  power- 
plants  rated  100  MWe  or  higher  and  nuclear 
plant  refueling  during  the  period  the  power- 


(iv)  The  prohibition  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  its 
primary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the 
reliability  of  service  in  the  area  served  by 
the  affected  powerplant.  Based  on  an  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  Information  submitted  to  or  other¬ 
wise  available  to  FEA,  and  after  consulta¬ 
tion  with  Federal  Power  Commission,  FEA 
proposes  to  find  that  the  prohibition  of  the 
Crane  Units  #1  and  #2  powerplants  of  Balti¬ 
more  Gas  and  Electric  Company  (BG&E) 
from  burning  natural  gas  or  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  as  their  primary  energy  source  will  not 
impair  the  reliability  of  service  in  the  area 
served  by  such  powerplants.  This  proposed 
finding  is  based  on  the  facts,  assumptions, 
and  interpretation  stated  below: 

(A)(1)  Interconnections  and  power  dis¬ 
patching.  (a)  The  Riverside  Units  are  within 
the  geographical  area  of  the  Mid-Atlantic 
Area  Council  (MAAC)  regional  electric 
reliability  council. 

(6)  They  are  interconnected  with  and 
their  operations  are  coordinated  with  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey-Maryland  (PJM) 
power  pool. 

(c)  Dispatching  of  electric  power  in  the 
BG&E  service  area  is  controlled  by  PJM. 

(d)  “Dispatching  system”  as  used  in  this 
findings  means  PJM. 

(2)  Forecast  peak  loads,  (a)  Forecast  of 
peak  loads  for  the  dispatching  system  dur¬ 
ing  the  year  in  which  the  Crane  Units  are 
expected  to  be  implementing  the  herein  pro¬ 
hibition  order  is  as  follows: 

Spring  Load  Period  (March-May)  1976, 
Peak  25,680  MWe,  May;  Summer  Load  Period 
(June-Aug.)  1976,  Peak  33,670  MWe,  July; 
Fall  Load  Period  (Sept.-Nov.)  1976,  Peak 
30,730  MWe,  Sept.;  Winter  Load  Period 
(Dec.-Feb.)  1976-77,  Peak  28,290  MWe,  Jan. 

(b)  The  peak  loads  forecast  have  been 
compared  with  peak  loads  in  previous  similar 
periods  and  the  compound  load  growth  rate 
for  these  forecasts  is  5  percent,  which  is  con¬ 
sidered  reasonable.  * 

(3)  Capacity,  (a)  Hie  present  net  depend¬ 
able  capacity  of  all  powerplants  of  the  dis¬ 
patching  system  that  now  are  engaged  in  the 
sale  or  exchange  of  electric  power  is  41,555 
MWe. 

(b)  Additions,  retirements,  and  power- 
plant  reratings  on  the  PJM  system  during 
the  period  in  which  Baltimore  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  will  be  implementing  the 
herein  prohibition  order,  as  listed  below,  will 
cause  the  following  changes  in  net  depend¬ 
able  capacity  of  such  dispatching  system: 


plant  will  be  implementing  the  herein  prohi¬ 
bition  order  within  the  dispatching  system 
are  numerous.  The  average  total  capability 
lost  due  to  maintenance  during  the  spring 
period  is  forecast  as  6000  MWe  and  900  MWe 
during  the  summer  period. 

(5)  Net  derating  capacity.  The  forecast  net 
dependable  capacity  for  the  dispatching  sys¬ 
tem  during  the  period  (shown  as  quarter 
years)  in  which  the  powerplants  are  expected 
to  be  implementing  the  herein  prohibition 
order  and  the  next  quarter  following  is: 
Spring  1976,  44,554  MWe:  Summer  1976,  44,- 
621  MWe. 

(6)  Gross  reserve  margin-dispatching  sys¬ 
tem.  (a)  The  expected  minimum  gross  re¬ 
serve  margin  (difference  between  net  system 


Powerplant 

designation 

Fuel 

Type  of 
change 

Capacity 

change 

(megawatts) 

Status  and  effective  date 

.  Addition . 

+34 

June  1975. 

Oil . . 

. do... . 

+  110 

Do. 

..  Oil . 

.  ..do . 

+400 

March  1076. 

Eddvstone  No.  3 . 

..  Oil _ _ _ 

.  Iterating _ 

+54 

June  1976. 

Bergen  No.  4 . 

„  Light  oil . 

_ do .  . 

+  u 

Do. 
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capability  and  peak  load  In  percent  of  peak 
load)  of  the  dispatching  system  for  the  load 
periods  specified  are  as  follows:  Spring  1976, 
73.5  percent;  Summer  1976,  33.5  percent. 

(b)  After  deducting  the  net  capacity  of 
units  scheduled  for  maintenance  or  refueling 
during  these  same  load  periods.  The  expected 
minimum  reserve  margins  are:  Spring,  1976, 

50.1  percent;  Summer  1976,  29.9  percent. 

(7)  Derating.  There  will  be  no  derating  of 
the  powerplants  when  using  coal  as  the  pri¬ 
mary  energy  source. 

(8)  System  stability.  Available  Informa¬ 
tion  regarding  system  stability  for  the  dis¬ 
patching  system  has  been  evaluated  for  each 
of  the  load  periods  stated  In  paragraph  (5) 
and  the  Issuance  of  a  prohibition  order  to  the 
powerplants  will  not  cause  a  significant  sys¬ 
tem  stability  problem. 

(B)  Reliability  of  service.  (1)  The  esti¬ 
mated  gross  reserve  margin  of  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  during  the  Implementation  pe¬ 
riod  associated  with  the  commencement  the 
burning  of  coal  as  a  primary  energy  80X0*06 
Is  forecast  to  range  between  29.9  percent  and 

50.1  percent,  depending  upon  the  date  of  the 
period  of  powerplant  outage.  By  scheduling 
the  implementation  period  dxirlng  the  spring 
1976  load  period,  the  estimated  gross  dis¬ 
patching  system’s  reserve  margin  will  be 
above  29  percent,  and  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  considers  this  to  be  an  accept¬ 
able  reserve  margin. 

(2)  If  dispatching  system  conditions  at 
the  time  of  the  Implementation  period  are 
as  presently  forecast  by  FEA  In  this  finding, 
there  will  be  no  impairment  of  reliability  of 
service,  within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder,  In 
the  area  served  by  the  Baltimore  Gas  and 
Electric  Company. 

(3)  Existing  transmission  system  intercon¬ 
nection  with  other  utilities  are  presently 
scheduled  to  transfer  approximately  50  meg¬ 
awatts  Into  the  dispatching  system;  with 
the  capacity  to  transfer  approximately  1000 
additional  megawatts  of  power  Into  the  dis¬ 
patching  system.  This  capacity  will  provide 
emergency  resource  of  electric  power  during 
the  Implementation  period  and  will  enhance 
the  reliability  of  service. 

6.  OFU-040,  041,  Baltimore  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  Powerplants  4  and  5,  Gen¬ 
erating  Station — Riverside,  Baltimore, 

Maryland 

(a)  Proposed  findings  and  rationale  for 
findings. 

1.  Capability  and  necessary  plant  equip¬ 
ment  finding.  Based  on  an  analysis  of  the 
Information  submitted  to  or  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  on 
June  22,  1974,  these  powerplants  had  the 
capability  and  necessary  plant  equipment  to 
burn  coal.  This  proposed  finding  is  based  on 
facts.  Interpretations  and  assumptions  stated 
below: 

(A)  These  powerplants  had  in  place  on 
June  22,  1974,  a  boiler  that  was  capable  of 
burning  coal,  in  that  such  boiler  had  been 
designed  and  constructed,  or  had  been  modi¬ 
fied  to  enable  It  to  burn  coal  and  another 
fossil  fuel  Interchangeably  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
on  June  22,  1974,  such  powerplant  may  not 
have  been  burning  coal  as  Its  primary  energy 
source. 

(B)  Based  on  Information  filed  with  FEA 
on  April  14,  1975  by  The  Baltimore  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  the  following  significant 
equipment  or  facilities  would  have  to  be 
acquired  or  substantially  refurbished : 

1.  Work  on  ash  hopper  feeder; 

2.  Bottom  ash  sluice  pump; 

8.  Boiler  work; 

4.  Coal  transport  system; 

5.  Coal  unloader; 


6.  Crawler  crime  for  ash  pits; 

7.  Bulldozer; 

8.  Ash  transport  system; 

9.  Spare  parts  Inventory. 

FEA  assumes  that  on  June  22,  1974,  these 
powerplants  had  all  other  significant  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities  associated  with  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal. 

(C)  Within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  pursuant  thereto, 
the  equipment  and  facilities  listed  In  para¬ 
graph  (b)  do  not  Individually  or  in  com¬ 
bination  constitute  a  lack  of  capability  and 
necessary  plant  equipment  to  burn  coal  as 
of  June  22, 1974. 

(11)  Burning  of  coal  in  lieu  of  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products  is  practicable  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESKCA.  Based 
on  an  analysis  of  the  Information  submitted 
or  otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  burning  of  coal  by  Power- 
plants  #4,5  at  the  Riverside  Generating  Sta¬ 
tion,  #1,2  at  the  Wagner  Generating  Station, 
#1,2  at  the  Crane  Generating  Station,  in  lieu 
of  petroleum  products  or  natural  gas,  is  prac¬ 
ticable  and  consistent  with  the  purposes  of 
ESECA.  This  proposed  finding  Is  based  on 
the  facts.  Interpretations  and  assumptions 
stated  below. 

(A)  (1)  Revenue  requirements,  (a)  The 
investment  costs  that  result  from  the  acqui¬ 
sition  and  refurbishment  of  equipment  and 
facilities  associated  with  the  burning  of  coal 
by  the  above  listed  powerplants  are  estimated 
to  be  approximately  $19,717,000.  This  esti¬ 
mate  Is  based  on  existing  FEA  information 
and  on  information  filed  with  the  FEA  by 
the  powerplants  concerning  items  of  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities  that  would  have  to  be 
acquired  or  refurbished  and  the  costs  of  such 
acquisition  or  refurbishment. 

(1)  Costs  of  acquisition  or  refurbishing 
equipment  are  allocated  as  follows: 

(A)  $16,440,000  to  comply  with  air  pollu¬ 
tion  control  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

(B)  $3,277,000  to  make  those  technical 
plant  and  equipment  adjustments  associated 
with  the  burning  of  coal,  as  well  as  to  comply 
with  environmental  requirements  other  than 
those  imposed  by  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

(b)  The  Increase  In  operating  costs  other 
than  fuel  costs  that  result  from  the  burning 
of  coal  are  estimated  to  be  approximately 
$68,000  per  year. 

(c)  (1)  The  price  of  petrolexim  products 
available  to  the  powerplant  Is  approximately 
$2.20  to  $2.30  per  million  Btus.  The  price  of 
coal  of  the  type  used  by  the  above  listed 
powerplants  Is  approximately  $1.35  to  $1.45 
per  million  Btus.  The  burning  of  coal  by  the 
above  listed  powerplants  will  result  in  a 
reduction  of  75  cents  to  95  cents  per  million 
Btus  or  $30  million  to  $40  million  per  year. 

(li)  The  Maryland  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sion  permits  the  Inclusion  of  increased  fuel 
costs  in  the  rate  base  through  a  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  and,  if  there  Is  a  decrease  In 
the  cost  of  fuel  as  a  result  of  burning  coal, 
there  will  be  a  decrease  In  such  rate  base. 

(d)  The  total  annual  Incremental  increase 
In  revenue  requirements  resulting  from  costs 
associated  with  burning  coal  as  opposed  to 
oil  is  $3,689,000. 

(2)  Financial  capabilities,  (a)  Based  on 
the  most  recent  financial  statements  and 
capital  expenditure  programs  of  Baltimore 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  well  as  other 
information  available  to  It,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  the  prohibition  orders  for  the  above 
listed  powerplants  Is  practicable.  This  finan¬ 
cial  assessment  Included  an  evaluation  of 
generally  accepted  financial  ratios;  effects  on 
capitalization  as  a  result  of  the  costs  of 
burning  of  coal;  Impact  on  current  and  fu¬ 
ture  construction  programs;  and  possible 
Impacts  on  rates.  This  assessment  Incorpo¬ 


rated,  but  was  not  limited  to,  consideration 
of:  the  $19.7  million  investment  require¬ 
ment  (or  1.0  percent)  In  relation  to  the  net 
property  and  plant  of  the  company  of  $1.89 
billion  of  the  company  of  $350  million  (or 
1.9  percent);  the  total  capitalization  of  the 
company  of  $1.91  billion;  the  change  In  1974 
to  estimated  1975  construction  budgets  of 
$231  million  to  $350  million;  and  the  15  years 
remaining  useful  life  of  the  plants.  These 
assessments,  the  above  findings,  and  other 
evaluations  of  the  general  financial  health  of 
the  company  were  the  basis  of  this  finding. 

(B)  Because  this  prohibition  order  will 
discourage  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  and  encourage  the  Increased 
use  of  coal,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  Its 
Issuance  would  be  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  ESECA  “to  provide  a  means  to  assist 
In  meeting  the  essential  needs  of  the  United 
States  for  fuels.”  Further,  on  the  basis  of 
the  environmental  analyses  conducted  by 
FEA,  the  analyses  of  air  quality  Impacts 
which  EPA  Is  required  to  conduct  prior  to 
effectiveness  of  a  prohibition  order,  as  well 
as  the  necessity  for  the  powerplant  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  other  appli¬ 
cable  environmental  protection  require¬ 
ments,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  is  also  consistent  with  the 
purpose  of  ESECA  to  provide  for  a  means 
to  meet  the  Nation's  essential  fuel  needs 
“In  a  manner  which  is  consistent,  to  the  full¬ 
est  extent  pratclcable,  with  existing  national 
commitments  to  protect  and  Improve  the 
environment.” 

(Ill)  Coal  and  coal  transportation  facili¬ 
ties  will  be  available  during  the  period  the 
prohibition  order  is  in  effect.  Based  on  an 
analysis  of  the  Information  submitted  to  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  coal  and  coal  transportation  facili¬ 
ties  will  be  available  to  these  powerplants 
during  the  period  until  December  31,  1978. 
The  period  until  December  31,  1978  Is  the 
period  during  all  or  part  of  which  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  to  which  these  findings  relate 
will  be  In  effect.  This  proposed  finding  is 
based  upon  the  following  facts,  interpre¬ 
tations,  and  assumptions: 

(A)  (1)  It  Is  estimated  that  it  will  be 
practicable  to  produce  coal  nationally  as 


follows: 

Production 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  . .  662 

1976  _ _ 679 

1977  _ 707 

1978  .  735 


(2)  The  estimated  national  demand,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  Increased  demand  resulting  from 
FEA  action  under  the  authority  of  section 
2  of  ESECA,  Is  as  follows : 


Year: 


(million  tons) 
Demand 


1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 


640 

664 

688 

716 


(3)  The  estimated  additional  national  de¬ 
mand  for  coal  resulting  from  the  prohibition 
order  to  which  this  finding  relates,  and  from 
FEA  actions  under  authority  of  section  2  of 
ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Year: 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 


Demand 
( million 
tons) 
0.7 
4.0 
13.6 

16.2 


(4)  Coal  of  the  specific  type  required  for 
use  by  this  powerplant  has  been  Identified  In 
the  reserves  of  the  Northern  and  Southern 
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Appalachian  Coal  supply  regions,  which  con¬ 
sist  of  Bureau  of  Mines  Districts  1  through 
ft  and  13. 

(6)  It  is  estimated  that  It  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  from  the  Northern 
and  Southern  Appalachian  coal  supply 

regions  as  follows: 

Production 
( million 

Yean:  tons) 

1975  . . - . 406 

1976  _ 402 

1977  _ 407 

1978  _ 412 

(6)  The  regional  and  national  production 
estimates  stated  in  items  (1)  and  (6)  assume 
a  surge  capacity,  or  ability  to  increase  pro¬ 
duction  over  normal  levels,  of  approximately 
4  percent.  A  1975  study  by  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
indicates  a  national  surge  capacity  of  ap¬ 
proximately  up  to  6  percent.  In  response  to 
an  industry  survey  in  late  1974,  the  coal 
industry  itself  Indicated  that  it  had  a  surge 
capacity  of  up  to  8  percent.  By  comparison, 
the  increased  national  demand  for  coal  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  PEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  less  than  one 
tenth  of  a  percent  in  1975,  Increasing  to  a 
maximum  of  2.3  percent  in  1978  of  estimated 
national  demand  stated  in  item  (2).  A  mar¬ 
ket  survey  of  traditional  coal  suppliers  to 
FEA  Region  3  consumers  indicates  that  there 
is  ample  production  capability  to  support 
increased  demand  for  coal  from  this  region 
resulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to 
which  this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA 
actions  under  section  2  of  ESECA. 

(7)  No  State  or  local  laws  or  policies  which 
would  limit  the  extraction  of  this  coal  have 
been  found  by  FEA  or  brought  to  FEA’s 
attention. 

(8)  The  estimated  demand  for  coal  from 
these  supply  regions,  excluding  any  increased 
demand  resulting  from  FEA  actions  under 
the  authority  of  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  as 
follows: 


Year:  ( million  tons 4 

Demand 

1975. . — . —  390 

1976  _  394 

1977  . .  395 

1978  _ _ _ _ —  398 


(9)  The  estimated  additional  demand  for 
coal  from  these  supply  regions  resulting  from 
the  prohibition  order  to  which  this  finding 
relates  and  from  other  FEA  orders  under 
section  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Year:  ( million  tons) 

Demand 

1975 . .  4 

1976- . - _ _  2.5 

1977  _ 10.2 

1978  _ 12.4 


(10)  On  the  basis  of  the  above  informa¬ 
tion,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  estimated 
production  of  coal  of  the  specific  type  re¬ 
quired  for  use  by  this  powerplant  exceeds 
the  estimated  demand  for  such  coal  by 
amounts  adequate  to  support  a  conclusion 
that  such  coal  will  be  available  to  these 
powerplants  during  the  period  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978. 

(B)  (1)  Adequate  rail  and  barge  facilities 
exist  between  these  coal  supply  regions  and 
the  powerplant  to  transport  the  coal  that 
will  be  us«i  by  such  powerplant  pursuant  to 
this  order. 

(2)  There  is  a  waterway  which  will  be  able 
to  deliver  this  coal  from  the  main  rail  line 
to  these  powerplants. 

(3)  Sufficient  rolling  stock  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Penn  Central  for  transporting 


this  coal  during  the  period  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978. 

(iv)  The  prohibition  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  its  pri¬ 
mary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the  relia¬ 
bility  of  service  in  the  area  served  by  the 
affected  powerplants.  Based  on  an  analysis  of 
the  information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  prohibition  of  the  Riverside 
Units  #4  and  #5  powerplants  of  Baltimore 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  (BG&E)  from 
burning  natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as 
their  primary  energy  source  will  not  impair 
the  reliability  of  service  in  the  area  served 
by  such  powerplants.  This  proposed  finding 
is  based  on  the  facts,  assumptions,  and  inter¬ 
pretation  stated  below: 

(A)  (1)  Interconnections  and  power  dis¬ 
patching.  (a)  The  Riverside  Units  are  within 
the  geographical  area  of  the  Mid-Atlantic 
Area  Council  (MAAC)  regional  electric 
reliability  council. 

(b)  They  are  interconnected  with  and 
their  operations  are  coordinated  with  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey -Mary  land  (PJM) 
power  pool. 

(c)  Dispatching  of  electric  power  in  the 
BG&E  service  area  is  controlled  by  PJM. 


(4)  Scheduled  outages,  (a)  A  scheduled 
outage  of  one  week  for  each  unit  is  estimated 
to  be  required  to  make  any  modification,  in¬ 
stallation  or  other  physical  adjustment  as¬ 
sociated  with  cessation  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  the 
powerplants’  primary  energy  source.  Immedi¬ 
ately  following  modification  during  on-line 
testing  and  adjustment,  the  powerplants  will 
be  less  than  fully  dependable.  This  period 
should  not  exceed  30  days. 

Modifications  are  forecast  to  commence  ap¬ 
proximately  November  1,  1975  and  to  be 
completed  and  fully  tested  by  January  15, 
1976. 

(b)  Planned  maintenance  of  other  power- 
plants  and  nuclear  plant  refueling  during  the 
period  the  powerplant  will  be  implementing 
the  herein  prohibition  order  are  numerous. 
Average  total  capability  lost  due  to  main¬ 
tenance  during  subject  period  is  5700  MWe. 

(5)  Net  dependable  capacity.  The  forecast 
net  dependable  capacity  for  the  dispatching 
system  during  the  period  (shown  as  quarter 
years)  in  which  the  powerplants  are  expected 
to  be  implementing  the  herein  prohibition 
order  and  the  next  quarter  following  is:  Fall 
1975,  44,154  MWe;  Winter  1975-76,  44,154 
MWe. 

(6)  Gross  reserve  margin-dispatching  sys¬ 
tem.  (a)  The  expected  minimum  gross  re¬ 
serve  margin  (difference  between  net  system 
capability  and  peak  load  in  percent  of  peak 
load)  of  the  dispatching  system  for  the  load 
periods  specified  are  as  follows:  Fall  1975, 
51.5  percent;  Winter  1975-76,  65.3  percent. 

(b)  After  deducting  the  net  capacity  of 
units  scheduled  for  maintenance  or  refueling 
during  these  same  load  periods.  The  expected 
minimum  reserve  margins  are:  Fall  1975,  32.0 
percent;  Winter  1975-76,  44.0  percent. 

(7)  Derating.  There  will  be  no  derating  of 
the  powerplants  when  using  coal  as  the  pri¬ 
mary  energy  source. 

(8)  System  stability.  Available  information 
regarding  system  stability  for  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  has  been  evaluated  for  each  of 
the  load  periods  stated  in  paragraph  (5)  and 
the  issuance  of  a  prohibition  order  to  the 


(d)  “Dispatching  system”  as  used  in  this 
finding  means  PJM. 

(2)  Forecast  peak  loads,  (a)  Forecast  of 
peak  loads  for  the  dispatching  system  during 
the  year  in  which  the  Riverside  Units  are 
expected  to  be  implementing  the  herein  pro¬ 
hibition  order  Is  as  follows: 

Summer  Load  Period  (June-Aug.)  1975, 
Peak  31,930  MWe,  July;  Fall  Load  Period 
(Sept.-Nov.)  1975,  Peak  29,140  MWe,  Sept.; 
Winter  Load  Period  (Dec -Feb.)  1975-76,  Peak 
26,710  MWe,  Jan.;  Spring  Load  Period  (March- 
May)  1976,  Peak  25,680  MWe,  May. 

(b)  The  peak  loads  forecast  have  been 
compared  with  peak  loads  in  previous  similar 
periods  and  the  compound  load  growth  rate 
for  these  forecasts  is  5  percent,  which  is  con¬ 
sidered  reasonable. 

(3)  Capacity,  (a)  The  present  net  depend¬ 
able  capacity  of  all  powerplants  of  the  dis¬ 
patching  system  that  now  are  engaged  in  the 
sale  or  exchange  of  electric  power  is  41,555 
MWe. 

(b)  Additions,  retirements,  and  power- 
plant  reratings  on  the  PJM  system  during  the 
period  in  which  Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  will  be  implementing  the  herein 
prohibition  order,  as  listed  below,  will  cause 
the  following  changes  in  net  dependable  ca¬ 
pacity  of  such  dispatching  system : 


powerplants  will  not  cause  a  significant  sys¬ 
tem  stability  problem. 

(B)  Reliability  of  service.  (1)  The  esti¬ 
mated  gross  reserve  margin  of  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  during  the  implementation  period 
associated  with  the  commencement  of  the 
burning  of  coal  as  a  primary  energy  source 
is  forecast  to  range  between  32%  and  44%, 
depending  upon  the  date  of  the  period  of 
powerplants  outage.  By  scheduling  the  im¬ 
plementation  period  during  the  fall  or  winter 
load  period  the  estimated  gross  dispatching 
system’s  reserve  margin  will  be  above  30%, 
and  the  Federal  Power  Commission  considers 
this  to  be  an  acceptable  reserve  margin. 

(2)  If  dispatching  system  conditions  at  the 
time  of  the  implementation  period  are  as 
presently  forecast  by  FEA  in  this  finding, 
there  will  be  no  impairment  of  reliability  of 
service,  within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder,  in  the 
area  served  by  the  Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric 
Company. 

(3)  Existing  transmission  system  inter¬ 
connections  with  other  utilities  are  presently 
scheduled  to  transfer  approximately  50  mega¬ 
watts  of  power  into  the  dispatching  system. 
This  capacity  will  provide  emergency  resource 
of  electric  power  during  the  Implementation 
period  and  will  enhance  the  reliability  of 
service. 

7.  OFU-042,  043,  Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric 

Company,  Powerplants  1  and  2,  Generat¬ 
ing  Station — Wagner,  Baltimore,  Mary¬ 
land 

(a)  Proposed  findings  and  rationale  for 
findings. 

i.  Capability  and  necessary  plant  equip¬ 
ment  finding.  Based  on  an  analysis  of  the 
information  submitted  to  or  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  on 
June  22,  1974,  these  powerplants  had  the 
capability  and  necessary  plant  equipment  to 
burn  coal.  This  proposed  finding  is  based  on 
facts,  interpretations  and  assumptions  stated 
below: 

(A)  These  powerplants  had  in  place,  on 
June  22,  1974,  a  boiler  that  was  capable  of 


Powerplant 

designation 

Fuel 

Type  of  change 

Capacity 

change 

(megawatts) 

Status  and  effective  date 

.  Light  oil . 

+34 

+110 

June  1975. 

Do. 

McKee  Run  No.  3... 

..  Oil . 
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burning  coal,  in  that  such  boiler  had  been 
designed  and  constructed,  or  had  been  mod¬ 
ified  to  enable  it  to  burn  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  or  to  burn  coal  and  another 
fossil  fuel  interchangeably  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
on  June  22,  1974,  such  powerplant  may  not 
have  been  burning  coal  as  its  primary  energy 
source. 

(B)  Based  on  information  filed  with  FEA 
on  April  14,  1975  by  The  Baltimore  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  the  following  significant 
equipment  or  facilities  would  have  to  be  ac¬ 
quired  or  substantially  refurbished: 

1.  Superheater: 

2.  Crawler  crane  for  ash  pits; 

3.  Boiler  work; 

4.  Work  on  air  heater; 

5.  Conveyor  system; 

6.  Bottom  ash  transport  system; 

7.  Flyash  transport  system; 

8.  Spare  parts  inventory; 

9.  Ash  piping; 

10.  Ash  sluice  pump. 

FEA  assumes  that  on  June  22,  1974,  these 
powerplants  had  all  other  significant  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities  associated  with  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal. 

(C)  Within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  pursuant  there¬ 
to,  the  equipment  and  facilities  listed  in 
paragraph  (b)  do  not  individually  or  in  com¬ 
bination  constitute  a  lack  of  capability  and 
necessary  plant  equipment  to  burn  coal  as 
of  June  22,  1974. 

(ii)  Burning  of  coal  in  lieu  of  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products  is  practicable  and 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA .  Based 
on  an  analysis  of  the  information  submitted 
or  otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  pro¬ 
poses  to  find  that  the  burning  of  coal  by 
Powerplants  #  4,  5  at  the  Riverside  Generat¬ 
ing  Station,  #  1,  2  at  the  Wagner  Generating 
Station,  #  1,  2  at  the  Crane  Generating  Sta¬ 
tion,  in  lieu  of  petroleum  products  or  nat¬ 
ural  gas,  is  practicable  and  consistent  with 
the  purposes  of  ESECA.  This  proposed  find¬ 
ing  is  based  on  the  facts.  Interpretations  and 
assumptions  stated  below. 

(A)  (1)  Revenue  requirements,  (a)  The 
Investment  costs  that  result  from  the  acqui¬ 
sition  and  refurbishment  of  equipment  and 
facilities  associated  with  the  burning  of 
coal  by  the  above  listed  powerplants  are 
estimated  to  be  approximately  $19,717,000. 
This  estimate  is  based  on  existing  FEA  in¬ 
formation  and  on  information  filed  with 
the  FEA  by  the  powerplants  concerning  items 
of  equipment  and  faculties  that  would  havq 
to  be  acquired  or  refurbished  and  the  costs 
of  such  acquisition  or  refurbishment. 

(i)  Costs  of  acquisition  or  refurbishing 
equipment  are  allocated  as  follows: 

(A)  $16,440,000  to  comply  with  air  pollu¬ 
tion  control  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

(B)  $3,277,000  to  make  those  technical 
plant  and  equipment  adjustments  associat¬ 
ed  with  the  burning  of  coal,  as  well  as  to 
comply  with  environmental  requirements 
other  than  those  imposed  by  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

(b)  The  Increase  in  operating  costs  other 
than  fuel  costs  that  result  from  the  burning 
of  coal  are  estimated  to  be  approximately 
$68,000  per  year. 

(c)  (i)  The  price  of  petroleum  products 
available  to  the  powerplant  is  approximately 
$2.20  to  $2.30  per  million  Btus.  The  price 
of  coal  of  the  type  used  by  the  above  listed 
powerplants  Is  approximately  $1.35  to  $1.45 
per  mUlion  Btus.  The  burning  of  coal  by  the 
above  listed  powerplants  will  result  in  a 
reduction  of  .76 <  to  .95 <*  per  million  Btus  or 
$30  million  to  $40  million  per  year. 

(ii)  The  Maryland  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sion  permits  the  inclusion  of  increased  fuel 


costs  in  the  rate  base  through  a  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  clause  and,  if  there  Is  a  decrease  in 
the  cost  of  fuel  as  a  result  of  burning  coal, 
there  will  be  a  decrease  in  such  rate  base. 

(d)  The  total  annual  Incremental  increase 
in  revenue  requirements  resulting  from  costs 
associated  with  burning  coal  as  opposed  to 
oil  is  $3,689,000. 

(2)  Financial  capabilities,  (a)  Based  on 
the  most  recent  financial  statements  and 
capital  expenditure  programs  of  Baltimore 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  well  as  other  in¬ 
formation  available  to  it,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  the  prohibition  orders  for  the 
above  listed  powerplants  is  practicable.  This 
financial  assessment  included  an  evaluation 
of  generally  accepted  financial  ratios;  ef¬ 
fects  on  capitalization  as  a  result  of  the 
costs  of  burning  of  coal;  Impact  on  current 
and  future  construction  programs;  and  pos¬ 
sible  impacts  on  rates.  This  assessment  in¬ 
corporated,  but  was  not  limited  to,  consider¬ 
ation  of:  the  $19.7  million  investment  re¬ 
quirement  (or  1.0  percent)  in  relation  to 
the  net  property  and  plant  of  the  company 
of  $1.89  Billion  and  1975-1977  construction 
budget  estimate  of  the  company  of  $350 
million  (or  1.9  percent);  the  total  capitaliza¬ 
tion  of  the  company  of  $1.91  Billion;  the 
change  in  1974  to  estimated  1975  construc¬ 
tion  budgets  of  $231  million  to  $350  million; 
and  the  15  years  remaining  useful  life  of 
the  plants.  These  assessments,  the  above 
findings,  and  other  evaluations  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  financial  health  of  the  company  were 
the  basis  of  this  finding. 

(B)  Because  this  prohibition  order  will 
discourage  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petro¬ 
leum  products  and  encourage  the  increased 
use  of  coal,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  its 
issuance  would  be  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  ESECA  “to  provide  a  means  to  assist 
in  meeting  the  essential  needs  of  the  United 
States  for  fuels.”  Further,  on  the  basis  of 
the  environmental  analyses  conducted  by 
FEA,  the  analyses  of  air  quality  impacts 
which  EPA  is  required  to  conduct  prior  to 
effectiveness  of  a  prohibition  order,  as  well 
as  the  necessity  for  the  powerplant  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  other  appli¬ 
cable  environmental  protection  require¬ 
ments,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  is  also  consistent  with  the 
purpose  of  ESECA  to  provide  for  a  means  to 
meet  the  Nation’s  essential  fuel  needs”  “in 
a  manner  which  is  consistent,  to  the  fullest 
extent  practicable,  with  existing  national 
commitments  to  protect  and  improve  the 
environment.” 

(ill)  Coal  and  coal  transportation  facilities 
will  be  available  during  the  period  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  is  in  effect.  Based  on  an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  Information  submitted  to  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  coal  and  coal  transportation  fa¬ 
cilities  will  be  available  to  these  powerplants 
during  the  period  until  December  31,  1978. 
The  period  until  December  31,  1978  is  the 
period  during  all  or  part  of  which  the  pro¬ 
hibition  order  to  which  these  findings  relate 
will  be  in  effect.  This  proposed  finding  is 
based  upon  the  following  facts,  interpreta¬ 
tions,  and  assumptions : 

A  (1)  It  is  estimated  that  it  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  nationally  as  follows: 


Production 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  . . 662 

1976  . 679 

1977  _ 707 

1978  _ 735 


(2)  The  estimated  national  demand,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  increased  demand  resulting  from 
FEA  action  under  the  authority  of  section 
2  of  ESECA,  is  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  _ 640 

1976  . 664 

1977  _ 688 

1978  . 716 


(3)  The  estimated  additional  national  de¬ 
mand  for  coal  resulting  from  the  prohibition 
order  to  which  this  finding  relates,  and  from 
FEA  actions  under  authority  of  section  2  of 
ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  ( million  tons) 

1975  _ _  .  7 

1976  _ _ _ _  4.  0 

1977  _ 13.6 

1978  . . 16.2 


(4)  Coal  of  the  specific  type  required  for 
use  by  this  powerplant  has  been  Identified  in 
the  reserves  of  the  Northern  and  Southern 
Appalachian  Coal  supply  regions,  which  con¬ 
sist  of  Bureau  of  Mines  Districts  1  through  8 
and  13. 

(5)  It  is  estimated  that  it  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  from  the  Northern 
and  Southern  Appalachian  coal  supply  re¬ 
gions  as  follows: 


Production 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  . 406 

1976  _ _ 402 

1977  407 

1978  . 412 


(6)  The  regional  and  national  production 
estimates  stated  in  items  (1)  and  (5)  assume 
a  surge  capacity,  or  ability  to  increase  pro¬ 
duction  over  normal  levels,  of  approximately 
4  percent.  A  1975  study  by  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in¬ 
dicates  a  national  surge  capacity  of  ap¬ 
proximately  up  to  6  percent.  In  response  to 
an  industry  survey  in  late  1974,  the  coal  in¬ 
dustry  itself  Indicated  that  it  had  a  surge 
capacity  of  up  to  8  percent.  By  comparison, 
the  increased  national  demand  for  coal  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  less  than  one 
tenth  of  a  percent  in  1975,  increasing  to  a 
maximum  of  2.3  percent  in  1978  of  estimated 
national  demand  stated  in  item  (2) .  A  market 
survey  of  traditional  coal  suppliers  to  FEA 
Region  3  consumers  indicates  that  there  is 
ample  production  capability  to  support  in¬ 
creased  demand  for  coal  from  this  region 
resulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA. 

(7)  No  State  or  local  laws  or  policies 
which  would  limit  the  extraction  of  this  coal 
have  been  found  by  FEA  or  brought  to  FEA’s 
attention. 

(8)  The  estimated  demand  for  coal  from 
these  supply  regions,  excluding  any  increased 
demand  resulting  from  FEA  actions  under  the 
authority  of  section  2  of  ESECA,  is  as 


follows: 

Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  _ 390 

1976  _ 394 

1977  _ 395 

1978  _ 398 


(9)  The  estimated  additional  demand  for 
coal  from  these  supply  regions  resulting  from 
the  prohibition  order  to  which  this  finding 
relates  and  from  other  FEA  orders  under 
section  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  .  .  4 

1976  _ _  2.5 

1977  _ , _ 10.2 

1978  . . . .  12.4 
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(10)  On  the  basis  of  the  above  Informa¬ 
tion,  FEA  has  concluded  that  the  estimated 
production  of  coal  of  the  specific  type  re¬ 
quired  for  use  by  this  powerplant  exceeds  the 
estimated  demand  for  such  coal  by  amounts 
adequate  to  support  a  conclusion  that  such 
coal  will  be  available  to  the  powerplant  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  until  December  31,  1978. 

b  (1)  Adequate  rail  and  barge  facilities 
exist  between  these  coal  supply  regions  and 
the  powerplant  to  transport  the  coal  that 
will  be  used  by  such  powerplant  pursuant  to 
this  order. 

(2)  There  is  a  waterway  which  will  be 
able  to  deliver  this  coal  from  the  main  rail 
line  to  the  powerplant. 

(3)  Sufficient  rolling  stock  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Penn  Central  for  transporting  this 
coal  during  the  period  until  December  31. 
1978. 

(iv)  The  prohibition  of  the  burning  of  na¬ 
tural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  its  pri¬ 
mary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the  re¬ 
liability  of  service  in  the  area  served  by  the 
affected  powerplants.  Based  on  an  analysis 
of  the  information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  prohibition  of  the  Wagner 
Units  #1  and  #2  powerplants  of  Baltimore 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  (BG&E)  from 
burning  natural  gas  or  petroleum  products 
as  their  primary  energy  source  will  not  im¬ 
pair  the  reliability  of  service  in  the  area 
served  by  such  powerplants.  This  proposed 
finding  is  based  on  the  facts,  assumptions 
and  interpretations  stated  below: 

(A)(1)  Interconnections  and  power  dis¬ 
patching.  (a)  The  Wagner  Units  are  within 


(4)  Scheduled  outages,  (a)  A  scheduled 
outage  of  one  week  for  each  unit  Is  estimated 
to  be  required  to  make  any  modification, 
Installation  or  other  physical  adjustment  as¬ 
sociated  with  cessation  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  the 
powerplants'  primary  energy  source.  Imme¬ 
diately  following  modification  during  on-line 
testing  and  adjustment,  the  powerplants  will 
be  less  than  fully  dependable.  This  period 
should  not  exceed  15  days. 

Modifications  are  forecast  to  commence 
approximately  December  1,  1975,  and  to  be 
complete  and  fully  tested  by  Februarv  1, 
1976. 

(b)  Planned  maintenance  of  other  power- 
plants  and  nuclear  plant  refueling  during 
the  period  the  powerplants  will  be  imple¬ 
menting  the  herein  prohibition  order,  within 
the  dispatching  system  are  numerous.  Aver¬ 
age  total  capability  lost  due  to  maintenance 
during  subject  period  is  5700  MWe. 

(5)  Net  dependable  capacity.  The  forecast 
net  dependable  capacity  for  the  dispatching 
system  during  the  period  (shown  as  quarter 
years)  in  which  the  powerplants  are  expected 
to  be  implementing  the  herein  prohibition 
order  and  the  next  quarter  following  is: 
Winter  1975-76,  44,154  MWe;  Spring  1976, 
44,554  MWe. 

(6)  Gross  reserve  margin-dispatching  sys¬ 
tem.  (a)  The  expected  minimum  gross  re¬ 
serve  margin  (difference  between  net  system 
capability  and  peak  load  In  percent  of  peak 
load)  of  the  dispatching  system  for  the  load 
periods  specified  are  as  follows:  Winter  1975- 
76,  65.3  percent;  Spring  1976,  73.5  percent. 

(b)  After  deducting  the  net  capacity  of 
units  scheduled  for  maintenance  or  refuel- 


the  geographical  area  of  the  Mid-Atlantic 
Area  Council  (MAAC)  regional  electric  re¬ 
liability  council. 

(b)  They  are  interconnected  with  and  their 
operations  are  coordinated  with  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  Jersey-Maryland  (PJM)  power 
pool. 

(c)  Dispatching  of  electric  power  in  the 
BG&E  service  area  is  controlled  by  PJM. 

(d)  “Dispatching  system”  as  used  in  this 
finding  means  PJM. 

(2)  Forecast  peak  loads,  (a)  Forecast  of 
peak  loads  for  the  dispatching  system  during 
the  year  in  which  the  Wagner  Units  are 
expected  to  be  implementing  the  herein 
prohibition  order  is  as  follows: 

Summer  Load  Period  (June-Aug.)  1975, 
Peak  31,930  MWe,  July;  Fall  Load  Period 
(Sept.-Nov.)  1975,  Peak  29,140  MWe.  Sept.; 
Winter  Load  Period  (Dec.-Feb.)  1975-76, 
Peak  26,710  MWe,  Jan.;  Spring  Load  Period 
(March-May)  1976,  Peak  25,680  MWe,  May. 

(b)  The  peak  loads  forecast  have  been 
compared  with  peak  loads  in  previous  simi¬ 
lar  periods  and  the  compound  load  growth 
rate  for  these  forecasts  if  5  percent,  which  is 
considered  reasonable. 

(3)  Capacity,  (a)  The  present  net  depend¬ 
able  capacity  of  all  powerplants  of  the  dis¬ 
patching  system  that  now  are  engaged  in  the 
sale  or  exchange  of  electric  power  is  41,555 
MWe. 

(b)  Additions,  retirements,  and  power- 
plants  reratings  on  the  PJM  system  during 
the  period  in  which  Baltimore  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  will  be  implementing  the 
herein  prohibition  order,  as  listed  below, 
will  cause  the  following  changes  In  net  de¬ 
pendable  capacity  of  such  dispatching  sys¬ 
tem: 


lng  during  these  same  load  periods.  The  ex¬ 
pected  minimum  reserve  margins  are:  Win¬ 
ter  1975-76,  44.0  percent;  Spring  1976.  51.3 
percent. 

(7)  Derating.  There  will  be  no  derating  of 
the  powerplants  when  using  coal  as  their 
primary  energy  source. 

(8)  System  stability.  Available  information 
regarding  system  stability  for  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  has  been  evaluated  for  each  of  the 
load  periods  stated  in  paragraph  (6)  and  the 
issuance  of  a  prohibition  order  to  the  power- 
plants  will  not  cause  a  significant  system 
stability  problem. 

(B)  Reliability  of  service.  (1)  The  esti¬ 
mated  gross  reserve  margin  of  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  during  the  implementation  period 
associated  with  the  commencement  the  burn¬ 
ing  of  coal  as  a  primary  energy  source  is 
forecast  to  range  between  44  percent  and  51 
percent,  depending  upon  the  date  of  the 
period  of  powerplant  outage.  By  scheduling 
the  Implementation  period  during  the  winter 
or  spring  load  period  of  1976,  the  estimated 
gross  dispatching  system’s  reserve  margin 
will  be  above  44  percent,  and  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  considers  this  to  be  an 
acceptable  reserve  margin. 

(2)  If  dispatching  system  conditions  at 
the  time  of  the  Implementation  period  are  as 
presently  forecast  by  FEA  in  this  finding, 
there  will  be  no  impairment  of  reliability  of 
service,  within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder,  in 
the  area  served  by  Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric 
Company. 

(3)  Existing  transmission  system  inter¬ 
connections  with  other  utilities  are  presently 
scheduled  to  transfer  approximately  50  mega¬ 


watts  into  the  dispatching  system;  with  the 
capacity  to  transfer  approximately  1000  addi¬ 
tional  megawatts  of  power  into  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system.  This  capacity  will  provide  emer¬ 
gency  resource  of  electric  power  during  the 
implementation  period  and  will  enhance  the 
reliability  of  service. 

8.  OFU-044,  045,  046,  047,  Delmarva  Power 

and  Light  Company,  Powerplants  1,  2,  3, 

and  4,  Generating  Station — Edge  Moor, 

Wilmington,  Delaware 

(a)  Proposed  findings  and  rationale  for 
findings. 

i.  Capability  and  necessary  plant  equip¬ 
ment  finding.  Based  on  an  analysis  of  the 
Information  submitted  to  or  otherwise  avail¬ 
able  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  on 
June  22,  1974,  these  powerplants  had  the 
capability  and  necessary  plant  equipment  to 
burn  coal.  This  proposed  finding  is  based  on 
facts,  interpretations  and  assumptions  stated 
below: 

(A)  These  powerplants  had  in  place,  on 
June  22,  1974,  a  boiler  that  was  capable  of 
burning  coal,  in  that  such  boiler  had  been 
designed  and  constructed,  or  had  been  modi¬ 
fied  to  enable  it  to  bum  coal  as  Its  primary 
energy  source,  or  to  burn  coal  and  another 
fossil  fuel  interchangeably  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
on  June  22,  1974,  such  powerplants  may  not 
have  been  burning  coal  as  its  primary  energy 
source. 

(B)  Based  on  information  filed  with  FEA 
on  April  11,  1975  by  The  Delmarva  Power  and 
Light  Company,  the  following  significant 
equipment  or  facilities  would  have  to  be 
acquired  or  substantially  refurbished: 

1.  Coal  handling  (including  repairs  to  loco¬ 
motive,  conveyors,  crushers,  chutes,  track, 
electrical  and  instrumentation) ; 

2.  Ash  handling  (Including  repairs  to 
grinders  and  ash  pumps  and  installation  of 
a  new  ash  pond ) ; 

3.  Dust  handling  (including  repairs  to ' 
vacuum  system,  silos,  piping,  electrical  and 
instrumentation  and  acquisition  of  a  new 
truck) ; 

4.  Coal  fed  and  preparation  (Including  re¬ 
pairs  to  coal  scales,  mills,  feeders,  eshausters. 
burners  piping  and  bunkers) ; 

5.  Boiler  (including  repairs  to  combustion 
controls,  fans,  boiler  ash  pits,  precipitator, 
and  superheaters). 

FEA  assumes  that  on  June  22,  1974, 
these  powerplants  had  all  other  significant 
equipment  and  facilities  associated  with  the 
burning  of  coal. 

(C)  Within  the  meaning  of  ESECA  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  pursuant 
thereto,  the  equipment  and  facilities  listed 
in  paragraph  (b)  do  not  individually  or  in 
combination  constitute  a  lack  of  capability 
and  necessary  plant  equipment  to  burn  coal 
as  of  June  22,  1974. 

(ii)  Burning  of  coal  in  lieu  of  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products  is  practicable  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  Based  on 
an  analysis  of  the  Information  submitted  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to 
find  that  the  burning  of  coal  by  the  power- 
plants,  in  lieu  of  petroleum  products  or 
natural  gas,  is  practicable  and  consistent 
with  the  purposes  of  ESECA.  This  proposed 
finding  is  based  on  the  facts,  interpretations 
and  assumptions  stated  below. 

(A)  (1)  Revenue  requirements,  (a)  The 
investment  costs  that  result  from  the  ac¬ 
quisition  and  refurbishment  of  equipment 
and  facilities  associated  with  the  burning 
of  coal  by  the  powerplants  are  estimated  to 
be  approximately  $12,980,000.  This  estimate 
is  based  on  existing  FEA  information  and  on 
information  filed  with  the  FEA  by  the  power- 
plant  concerning  items  of  equipment  and 
facilities  that  would  have  to  be  acquired  or 
refurbished  and  the  cost3  of  such  acquisition 
or  refurbishment. 


Powerplant 

designation 

Fuel 

Type  of  change 

Capacity 

change 

(megawatts) 

Status  and  effective  date 

._  Light  oil .  ... 

+34 

+110 

+400 

June  1975. 

Do. 

March  1976. 

..  Oil . . . 

Eddystone  No.  4 _ 

..  Oil . . 

_ .do . . . 
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(1)  Costs  of  acquisition  or  refurbishing 
equipment  are  allocated  as  follows: 

(A)  $7,780,000  to  comply  with  air  pollution 
control  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

(B)  $5,200,000  to  make  those  technical 
plant  and  equipment  adjustments  associated 
with  the  burning  of  coal,  as  well  as  to  com¬ 
ply  with  environmental  requirements  other 
than  those  Imposed  by  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

(b)  The  increase  In  operating  costs  other 
than  fuel  costs  that  result  from  the  burning 
of  coal  are  estimated  to  be  approximately 
$240,000  per  year. 

(C)  (1)  The  price  of  petroleum  products 
available  to  the  powerplant  Is  approximately 
$2.05  to  $2.15  per  million  Btus.  The  price  of 
coal  of  the  type  used  by  the  powerplants  Is 
approximately  $1.25  to  $1.35  per  million  Btus. 
The  burning  of  coal  by  the  powerplants  will 
result  In  a  reduction  of  .70  cents  to  .90  cents 
per  million  Btus  or  $13.5  million  to  $17.6 
million  per  year. 

(11)  The  Delaware  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sion  permits  the  Inclusion  of  increased  fuel 
costs  In  the  rate  base  through  a  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  and,  If  there  Is  a  decrease  in  the 
cost  of  fuel  as  a  result  of  burning  coal,  there 
will  be  a  decrease  In  such  rate  base. 

(d)  The  total  annual  Incremental  increase 
In  revenue  requirements  resulting  from  costs 
associated  with  burning  coal  as  opposed  to 
oil  Is  $3,805,000. 

(2)  Financial  capabilities,  (a)  Based  on  the 
most  recent  financial  statements  and  capital 
expenditure  programs  of  Delmarva  Power 
and  Light  Company,  as  well  as  other  infor¬ 
mation  available  to  It,  FEA  proposes  to  find 
that  the  prohibition  order  for  the  power- 
plants  is  practicable.  This  financial  assess¬ 
ment  included  an  evaluation  of  generally 
accepted  financial  ratios;  effects  on  capitali¬ 
zation  as  a  result  of  the  costs  of  burning 
of  coal;  Impact  on  current  and  future  con¬ 
struction  programs:  and  possible  Impacts  on 
rates.  This  assessment  incorporated,  but  was 
not  limited  to,  consideration  of:  the  $12.9 
million  Investment  requirement  (or  1.8  per¬ 
cent)  in  relation  to  net  property  and  plant 
of  the  company  of  $708.3  million  and  1975- 
1977  construction  budget  estmlate  of  the 
company  of  660  million  (or  1.9  percent):  the 
total  capitalization  of  the  company  of  $700 
million;  the  change  in  1974  to  estimated  1975 
construction  budgets  of  $77.1  million  to  $220 
million;  and  the  11  years  remaining  useful 
life  of  the  plant.  These  assessments,  the  above 
findings,  and  other  evaluations  of  the  general 
financial  health  of  the  company  were  the 
basis  of  this  finding. 

(B)  Because  this  prohibition  order  will  dis¬ 
courage  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petroleum 
products  and  encourage  the  Increased  use  of 
coal,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that  Its  Issuance 
would  be  consistent  with  the  purpose  of 
ESECA  “to  provide  a  means  to  assist  In 
meeting  the  essential  needs  of  the  United 
States  for  fuels.”  Further,  on  the  basis  of  the 
environmental  analyses  conducted  by  FEA, 
the  analyses  of  air  quality  impacts  which 
EPA  Is  required  to  conduct  prior  to  effective¬ 
ness  of  a  prohibition  order,  as  well  as  the 
necessity  for  the  powerplant  to  comply  with 
the  Clean  Air  Act  and  other  applicable  en¬ 
vironmental  protection  requirements,  FEA 
proposes  to  find  that  the  prohibition  order  Is 
also  consistent  with  the  purpose  of  ESECA 
to  provide  for  a  means  to  meet  the  Nation’s 
essential  fuel  needs”  “In  a  manner  which  Is 
consistent,  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable, 
with  existing  national  commitments  to  pro¬ 
tect  and  Improve  the  environment.” 

(Ill)  Coal  and  coal  transportation  facilities 
will  be  available  during  the  period  the  prohi¬ 
bition  order  is  in  effect.  Based  on  an  analysis 
of  the  Information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  to  find  that 
coal  and  coal  transportation  facilities  will  be 


available  to  .these  powerplants  during  the 
period  until  December  31,  1978.  The  period 
until  December  31,  1978  Is  the  period  during 
all  or  part  of  which  the  prohibition  order  to 
which  these  findings  relate  will  be  in  effect. 
This  proposed  finding  Is  based  upon  the  fol¬ 
lowing  facts,  interpretations,  and  assump¬ 
tions: 

(A)  (1)  It  is  estimated  that  It  will  be 
practicable  to  produce  coal  nationally  as 


follows: 

Production 

Year:  ( million  tons) 

1975  . 662 

1976  .  679 

1977  . 707 

1978  . 735 


(2)  The  estimated  national  demand,  ex¬ 
cluding  any  Increased  demand  resulting  from 
FEA  action  under  the  authority  of  section  2 
of  ESECA,  Is  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  .  640 

1976  .  664 

1977  . 688 

1978  . . 716 


(3)  The  estimated  additional  national  de¬ 
mand  for  coal  resulting  from  the  prohibi¬ 
tion  order  to  which  this  finding  relates,  and 
from  FEA  actions  under  authority  of  section 
2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1976  .  .  7 

1976  . .  4.  0 

1977  _ _ _ 13.6 

1978  . . —  16.2 


(4)  Coal  of  the  specific  type  required  for 
use  by  this  powerplant  has  been  Identified  In 
the  reserves  of  the  Northern  and  Southern 
Appalachian  Coal  supply  regions,  which  con¬ 
sist  of  Bureau  of  Mines  Districts  1  through  8 
and  13. 

(5)  It  Is  estimated  that  it  will  be  prac¬ 
ticable  to  produce  coal  from  the  Northern 
and  Southern  Appalachian  coal  supply  re¬ 
gions  as  follows: 


Production 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  . 406 

1976  . . 402 

1977  - . 407 

1978  . 412 


(6)  The  regional  and  national  production 
estimates  stated  In  Items  (1)  and  (5)  assume 
a  surge  capacity,  or  ability  to  increase  pro¬ 
duction  over  normal  levels,  of  approximately 
4  percent.  A  1975  study  by  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  In¬ 
dicates  a  national  surge  capacity  of  approxi¬ 
mately  up  to  6  percent.  In  response  to  an 
Industry  survey  In  late  1974,  the  coal  Industry 
Itself  Indicated  that  It  had  a  surge  capacity 
of  up  to  8  percent.  By  comparison,  the  In¬ 
creased  national  demand  for  coal  resulting 
from  the  prohibition  order  to  which  this 
finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions  under 
section  2  of  ESECA,  Is  less  than  one  tenth 
of  a  percent  In  1975,  increasing  to  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  2.3  percent  In  1978  of  estimated  na¬ 
tional  demand  stated  In  Item  (2) .  A  market 
survey  of  traditional  coal  suppliers  to  FEA 
Region  3  consumers  indicates  that  there  Is 
ample  production  capability  to  support  In¬ 
creased  demand  for  coal  from  this  region  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  prohibition  order  to  which 
this  finding  relates  and  other  FEA  actions 
under  section  2  of  ESECA. 

(7)  No  State  or  local  laws  or  policies 
which  would  limit  the  extraction  of  this  coal 
have  been  found  by  FEA  or  brought  to 
FEA’s  attention. 


(8)  The  estimated  demand  for  coal  from 
these  supply  regions,  excluding  any  In¬ 
creased  demand  resulting  from  FEA  actions 
under  the  authority  of  section  2  of  ESECA,  is 
as  follows: 


Demand 

Year:  (million  tons) 

1975  .  390 

1976  . 394 

1977  _ 395 

1978  — . 398 


(9)  The  estimated  additional  demand  for 
coal  from  these  supply  regions  resulting  from 
the  prohibition  order  to  which  this  finding 
relates  and  from  other  FEA  orders  under 
section  2  of  ESECA,  will  be  as  follows: 

Demand 
( million 


Year:  tons) 

1976  .  2. 5 

1977  . . 10.  2 

1978  .  12.4 


(10)  On  the  basis  of  the  above  Information, 
FEA  proposes  to  find  that  the  estimated 
production  of  coal  of  the  specific  type  re¬ 
quired  for  use  by  this  powerplant  exceeds 
the  estimated  demand  for  such  coal  by 
amounts  adequate  to  support  a  conclusion 
that  such  coal  will  be  available  to  these 
powerplants  during  the  period  until  De¬ 
cember  31,  1978. 

(B)  (1)  Adequate  rail  facilities  exist  be¬ 
tween  these  coal  supply  regions  and  the  pow¬ 
erplant  to  transport  the  coal  that  will  be 
used  by  such  powerplant  pursuant  to  this 
order. 

(2)  There  Is  a  spur  line  which  will  be  able 
to  deliver  this  coal  from  the  main  rail  line 
to  these  powerplants. 

(3)  Sufficient  rolling  stock  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Penn  Central  for  transporting 
this  coal  during  the  period  until  December 
31,  1978. 

(iv)  The  prohibition  of  the  burning  of 
natural  gas  or  petroleum  products  as  its 
primary  energy  source  will  not  impair  the 
reliability  of  service  in  the  area  served  by  the 
affected  powerplants.  Based  on  the  analysis 
of  the  Information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  FEA  proposes 
to  find  that  the  prohibition  of  the  Edge  Moor 
Units  #1,  #2,  #3  and  #4  powerplants  of  the 
Delmarva  Power  and  Light  Company  from 
burning  natural  gas  or  petroleum  products 
as  their  primary  energy  source  will  not  Im¬ 
pair  the  reliability  of  service  In  the  area  served 
by  such  powerplants.  This  proposed  finding 
is  based  on  the  facts,  assumptions  and  In¬ 
terpretations  stated  below: 

(A)(1)  Interconnections  and  power  dis¬ 
patching.  (a)  The  Edge  Moor  Units  are  with¬ 
in  the  geographical  area  of  the  Mid-Atlantic 
Area  Council  (MAAC)  regional  electric  re¬ 
liability  council. 

(b)  They  are  Interconnected  with  and  their 
operation  is  coordinated  with  the  Philadel¬ 
phia  Electric  Company  which  In  turn  Is  in¬ 
terconnected  with  and  Its  operations  are  co¬ 
ordinated  with  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey- 
Maryland  (PJM)  Power  Pool. 

(c)  Dispatching  of  electric  power  Is  con¬ 
trolled  by  PJM. 

(d)  “Dispatching  system”  as  used  In  this 
finding  means  PJM. 

(2)  Forecast  peak  loads,  (a)  Forecast  of 
peak  loads  for  the  dispatching  system  during 
the  year  in  which  the  Delmarva  Power  and 
Light  Company  Is  expected  to  be  Implement¬ 
ing  the  herein  prohibition  order  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Summer  Load  Period  (Jun e-Aug.)  1976, 
Peak  33,670  MWe,  July;  Fall  Load  Period 
(Sept.-Nov.)  1976,  Peak  30,730  MWe,  Septj 
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Winter  Load  Period  (Dec.-Feb.)  1976-77, 
Peak  28,290  MWe,  Jan.;  Spring  Load  Period 
(March-May)  1977,  Peak  27,070  MWe,  May. 

(b)  The  peak  loads  forecast  have  been  com¬ 
pared  with  peak  loads  in  previous  similar 
periods  and  the  compound  load  growth  rate 
for  these  forecasts  is  S  percent,  which  is 
considered  reasonable. 

(3)  Capacity .  (a)  The  present  net  depend¬ 
able  capacity  of  all  powerplants  of  the  dis- 


(4)  Scheduled  outages,  (a)  A  scheduled 
outage  of  60  days  is  estimated  to  be  required 
to  make  any  modification,  installation,  or 
other  physical  adjustment  associated  with 
cessation  of  the  burning  of  natural  gas  or 
petroleum  products  as  the  powerplants'  pri¬ 
mary  energy  source.  Immediately  following 
modification  during  on-line  testing  and  ad¬ 
justment,  the  powerplants  will  be  less  than 
fully  dependable.  This  period  should  not  ex¬ 
ceed  30  days. 

Modifications  are  forecast  to  commence  ap¬ 
proximately  September  1,  1976  and  to  be 
completed  and  fully  tested  by  December  1, 
1976. 

(b)  Planned  maintenance  of  other  power- 
plants  during  the  period  the  powerplant  will 
be  implementing  the  herein  prohibitation 
order  within  the  PJM  system  are  numerous. 
The  average  total  capability  lost  due  to  main¬ 
tenance  during  this  period  is  6000  MWe. 

(5)  Net  dependable  capacity.  The  forecast 
net  dependable  capacity  for  the  dispatching 
system  during  the  period  (shown  as  quarter 
years)  in  which  the  powerplant  is  expected 
to  be  implementing  the  herein  prohibition 
order  and  the  next  quarter  following  is:  Fall 
1976,  42,418  MWe;  Winter  1976-77,  44,842 
MWe. 

(6)  Gross  reserve  margin-dispatching  sys¬ 
tem.  (a)  The  expected  minimum  gross  re¬ 
serve  margin  (difference  between  net  system 
capability  and  peak  load  in  percent  of  peak 
load)  of  the  dispatching  system  for  the  load 
periods  specified  are  as  follows:  Fall  1976, 
38.0  percent;  Winter  1976-77,  58.5  percent. 

(b)  After  deducting  the  net  capacity  of 
units  scheduled  for  maintenance  or  refueling 
during  these  same  load  periods.  The  ex¬ 
pected  minimum  reserve  margins  are:  Fall 
1976,  18.5  percent;  Winter  1976-77,  37.3  per¬ 
cent. 

(7)  Derating.  There  will  be  no  derating  of 
the  powerplants  when  using  coal  as  the 
primary  energy  source. 

(8)  System  stability.  Available  informa¬ 
tion  regarding  system  stability  for  the  dis¬ 
patching  system  has  been  evaluated  for  each 
of  the  load  periods  stated  in  paragraph  (5) 
and  the  issuance  of  a  prohibition  order  to  the 
powerplants  will  not  cause  a  significant  sys¬ 
tem  stability  problem. 

(B)  Reliability  of  service.  (1)  The  esti¬ 
mated  gross  reserve  margin  of  the  dispatch¬ 
ing  system  during  the  implementation  pe¬ 
riod  associated  with  the  commercement  of 
the  burning  of  coal  as  a  primary  energy 
source  is  forecast  to  range  between  18.5 
percent  and  37.3  percent,  depending  upon  the 
date  of  the  period  of  powerplant  outage.  By 
scheduling  the  implementation  period  dur¬ 
ing  the  winter  1976-77  load  period,  the  esti¬ 
mated  gross  dispatching  system’s  reserve 
margin  will  be  above  30  percent,  and  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  considers  this  to 
be  an  acceptable  reserve  margin. 


patching  system  that  now  are  engaged  in 
the  sale  or  exchange  of  electric  power  is 
41,555  MWe. 

(b)  Additions,  retirements,  and  powerplant 
reratings  from  the  present  to  the  end  of  the 
period  in  which  Delmarva  Power  and  Light 
Company  will  be  implementing  the  herein 
prohibition  order,  as  listed  below,  will  cause 
the  following  changes  in  net  dependable  ca¬ 
pacity  of  such  dispatching  system: 


(2)  If  dispatching  system  conditions  at 
the  time  of  the  implementation  period  are 
as  presently  forecast  by  FEA  in  this  find¬ 
ing,  there  will  be  no  impairment  of  reliability 
of  service,  within  the  meaning  of  ESECA 
and  the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder, 
in  the  area  served  by  Delmarva  Power  and 
Light  Company. 

(3)  Existing  transmission  system  inter¬ 
connections  with  other  utilities  are  pres¬ 
ently  scheduled  to  transfer  approximately  50 
megawatts  into  the  dispatching  system;  with 
the  capacity  to  transfer  approximately  1000 
additional  megawatts  of  power  into  the  dis¬ 
patching  system.  This  capacity  will  provide 
emergency  resource  of  electric  power  during 
the  implementation  period  and  will  enhance 
the  reliability  of  service. 

[FR  Doc.75-12878  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


CERTAIN  POWERPLANTS 

Amendment  of  Notion  of  Intention  To 
Issue  Prohibition  Orders 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
hereby  amends  the  Notice  of  Intention 
to  Issue  Prohibition  Orders  to  Certain 
Powerplants  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  dated  May  9,  1975  (40  FR 
20491)  that  pertains  to  certain  power- 
plants  located  in  FEA  Region  VTI,  and 
hereby  amends  the  Notice  of  Intention 
to  Issue  Prohibition  Orders  to  Certain 
Powerplants  published  below  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  dated  May  16,  1975  (40 
FR  21516)  that  pertains  to  certain 
powerplants  located  in  FEA  Region  m. 
With  respect  to  the  period  for  public 
comment,  each  notice  is  amended  to 
provide  the  following: 

To  facilitate  the  submission  of  data, 
views  and  arguments  to  supplement 
either  the  oral  presentation  or  written 
comments,  the  record  of  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  shall  remain  open  for  a  period  of 
two  weeks  from  the  first  day  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  hearing.  Such  supplementary  written 
data,  views  or  argument  shall  be  filed 
with  Executive  Communications,  Federal 
Energy  Administration,  Box  DD,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20461.  In  the  event  that  such 
supplementary  data,  views  or  argument 
can  only  be  submitted  by  oral  presenta¬ 
tion,  a  request  for  a  conference,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  10  CFR  303.171,  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  FEA  Regional  Office. 
To  ensure  that  FEA  receives  the  tran¬ 


script  of  such  oral  presentation  before 
the  record  closes,  any  oral  presentation 
must  be  made  within  12  days  from  the 
first  day  of  the  public  hearings. 

(Energy  Supply  and  Environmental  Coordi¬ 
nation  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-319);  Federal 
Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L. 
93-275) ;  E.0. 11790  (  39  FR  23185) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  May  15, 
1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.75-13178  Filed  5-15-75;  11:38  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CI75-503] 

ANADARKO  PRODUCTION  CO. 

Order  Granting  Intervention  Setting 

Hearing  Date  and  Prescribing  Procedure 

May  9,  1975. 

On  February  20,  1975,  Anadarko  Pro¬ 
duction  Company  (Anadarko)  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI75-503  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale 
for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  to  Panhandle  East¬ 
ern  Pipe  Line  Company  (Panhandle)  for 
a  period  of  one  year  with  pre-granted 
abandonment  from  two  wells  in  Morton 
County,  and  one  well  in  Stevens  County, 
Kansas. 

Anadarko  requests  authority  to  sell  to 
Panhandle  volumes  of  gas  available  from 
the  Low  “C”  Nos.  4  and  5  Gas  Units  in 
Morton  County  and  the  Taylor  “B”  No.  1 
Gas  Unit  in  Stevens  County  for  one  year 
at  a  price  of  50.72301  cents  per  Mcf  with 
a  Btu  adjustment  from  1,000  Btu/cubic 
ft.  Anadarko  states  that  it  proposes  the 
subject  sale  to  meet  Panhandle’s 
emergency  need  for  gas  supplies. 

Anadarko  states  that  it  will  bear  the 
cost  of  all  facilities  necessary  for  the 
subject  sale  except  gas  metering  facil¬ 
ities,  although  Anadarko  claims  to  be 
able  to  make  the  subject  gas  sale  to  Pan¬ 
handle  without  the  need  for  substantial 
new  facilities. 

Anadarko  states  that  upon  termina¬ 
tion  of  its  contract  with  Panhandle,  it 
will  connect  the  subject  wells  to  its  in¬ 
trastate  system  for  delivery  to  industrial 
and  domestic  customers  under  long  term 
contracts. 

Anadarko  commenced  60-day  emer¬ 
gency  sales  from  the  Low  C  No.  3,  Taylor 
B  No.  1  and  Low  C  No.  5  wells  on  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  19  and  25,  1975,  respectively,  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  157.29  of  the  regulations  at  a 
rate  of  50.72301  cents  (14.65  psia)  subject 
to  Btu  adjustment  plus  tax  reimburse¬ 
ment.  Anadarko  proposes  to  continue  de¬ 
livering  to  Panhandle’s  line 1  in  Sec.  21- 
T34S-R38W,  Stevens  County  and  Sec. 
17-T33S-R40W,  Morton  County,  Kansas, 
all  volumes  available  from  the  subject 


1  Panhandle  advised  that  it  has  constructed 
facilities  at  a  cost  of  $12,600  to  receive  the 

gas. 


Towerplant 

designation 

Fuel 

Type  of  change 

..  Oil'. . 

..  Oil . 

..  Oil . . 

..  Light  oil . 

Gilbert  No.  8 . 

..  Oil . 

Salem  No.  1 . . 

Nuclear . 

Capacity 

change 

(megawatts) 


Status  and  effective  date 


•  +34  June  1975. 

+110  Do. 

+  400  March  1970. 

+56  June  1976. 

+11  Do. 

+126  November  1976. 
+  1100  December  1976. 
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wells  (approximately  2,500  Mcf  per 
month) . 

In  Opinion  No.  699-B  (52  FPC - ), 

which  reinstated  the  limited- term  certifi¬ 
cate  provisions  of  Section  2.70(b)(3)  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and  In¬ 
terpretations,  the  Commission  stated 
that  applicants  for  limited-term  certifi¬ 
cates  “will  have  the  burden  of  demon¬ 
strating  by  substantial  evidence  that  the 
price  for  which  certification  is  sought  is 
the  lowest  price  at  which  that  particular 
supply  of  gas  may  be  obtained  for  the 
interstate  market  and  that  the  supply  of 
gas  is  available  only  for  the  limited  pe¬ 
riod  for  which  certification  is  sought.” 
(Mimeo  p.  6) 

Since  the  proposed  price  is  equal  to  the 
national  rate,  there  is  no  price  issue. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  a  one  year 
limited  term  certificate,  Anadarko,  by 
supplemental  information  filed  on  March 
27,  1975,  makes  the  following  points: 

(1)  For  several  years  Anadarko  has 
operated  an  intrastate  pipeline  and  gath¬ 
ering  system  in  Western  Kansas  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  wells  covered  by  the  sub¬ 
ject  docket. 

(2)  This  system  serves  industrial  and 
domestic  requirements  under  long  term 
contracts — more  specifically:  an  electric 
generating  plant;  a  meat  packing  plant; 
the  City  of  Liberal,  Kansas;  and  nu¬ 
merous  irrigation  and  agricultural  serv¬ 
ice  customers. 

(3)  The  gas  supply  for  this  system  has 
declined  to  the  point  that  additional  re¬ 
serves  are  needed  to  support  Anadarko's 
sales  contract  obligations. 

(4)  It  intends  to  connect  the  subject 
wells  to  its  own  gathering  system  fol¬ 
lowing  termination  of  the  limited  term 
certificate. 

(5)  The  availability  of  materials, 
right-of-way  and  internal  budget  plan¬ 
ning  are  such  that  Anadarko  is  willing 
to  make  production  from  the  wells  cov¬ 
ered  by  this  application  available  to  the 
interstate  market  for  the  period  re¬ 
quested. 

The  Commission  stated-  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  Order  No.  699-B  is  “to  attract 
available  natural  gas  supplies  from  the 
intrastate  market  to  the  interstate  mar¬ 
ket.”2  On  other  occasions,  however,  the 
Commission  has  stated  that  it  is  not  so 
interested  in  attracting  intrastate  gas  to 
allow  producers  repeatedly  and  at  short 
intervals  to  play  the  intrastate  and  in¬ 
terstate  markets  against  one  another  in 
order  to  drive  up  the  price  of  their  gas.3 
Anadarko  has  not  demonstrated  by  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  that  the  limited  term 
is  justified. 

A  petition  to  intervene  in  support  of 
the  application  was  filed  by  Panhandle 
on  March  27, 1975. 

Based  on  the  facts  currently  before 
us,  we  believe  that  a  formal  hearing 
should  be  held  to  afford  the  Applicant 


1  Opinion  No.  699-B,  supra,  mimeo  p.  4. 

3  See  order  denying  authorization  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  emergency  sale,  denying  limited- 
term  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity,  and  granting  petition  to  Intervene, 
Wayne  J,  Spears,  In  Docket  No.  CI75-218. 
Issued  December  20, 1974. 


an  opportunity  to  establish  through  the 
presentation  of  credible  evidence  that  the 
subject  gas  can  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  no  longer  available  for  sale  after 
the  prescribed  limited  term. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  The  inter¬ 
vention  of  Panhandle  in  this  proceeding 
may  be  in  the  public  interest. 

(2).  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  the  issues  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  be  scheduled  for  hearing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  set  forth  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Panhan¬ 
dle  is  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in 
this  proceeding,  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Commission;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  the  participation  of 
such  intervener  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  asserted  rights  and  inter¬ 
ests  as  specifically  set  forth  in  said  pe¬ 
tition  for  leave  to  intervene;  and  Pro¬ 
vided,  further.  That  the  admission  of 
said  intervener  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
it  might  be  aggrieved  by  any  order  or 
orders  of  the  Commission  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  section  7 
and  15  thereof,  he  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  on  June  26. 
1975,  at  10  a.m.  (e.d.t.)  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D  C.  20426. 

(C)  On  or  before  June  17,  1975,  Ana¬ 
darko  and  any  supporting  party  shall 
file  with  the  Commission  and  serve  upon 
all  parties,  including  Commission  Staff, 
their  testimony  and  exhibits  in  support 
of  their  positions. 

(D)  An  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
be  designated  by  the  Chief  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge — (sse  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  18  CFR  3.5(d))  shall  preside 
at,  and  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  expressed  in 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  and  the  purposes  expressed  in 
this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12881  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9419] 

ARKANSAS-MISSOURI  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Letter  Agreement 

May  8, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  1,  1975,  Ar- 
kansas-Missouri  Power  Company  (Ark- 
Mo)  tendered  for  filing  a  Letter  of 
Agreement  dated  April  2,  1975  between 
the  Arkansas  Electric  Cooperative  (Ark- 
co)  and  Ark-Mo.  Ark-Mo  states  that  the 
Agreement  provides  for  the  sale  by 
Ark-Mo  of  short-term  firm  power  for 
the  period  between  June  1,  1975  and 
May  31,  1976,  and  that  revenues  there¬ 
from  should  be  about  $1,159,580  for  the 


12-month  period.  Ark-Mo  requests  an 
effective  date  of  June  1, 1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §8  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  21,  1975.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  75-12882  FUed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


|  Docket  Nos.  CP75-317,  CP75-318,  CP75-319, 
CP75-320] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Applications 

May  8.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  28,  1975, 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Applicant),  445  West  Main  Street, 
Clarksburg,  West  Virginia  26301,  filed  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP75-317,  CP75-318,  CP75- 
319  and  CP75-320  applications  pursuant 
to  Section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
sales  of  natural  gas  onshore  and  offshore 
Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  applications,  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  states  that  the  sales  it  wishes 
to  abandon  have  been  authorized  from 
wells  which  are  no  longer  capable  of 
producing  and  from  reservoirs  which 
have  been  depleted. 

Applicant  proposes  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-317  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  to  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  from  Applicant’s  LL&E  “K”  No.  1 
well  in  the  Bayou  Piquant  Field,  Terre¬ 
bonne  Parish,  Louisiana. 

Applicant  proposes  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-318  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
from  the  Waterford  No.  1  Well  in  the 
Lirette  Field,  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana. 

Applicant  proposes  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-319  to  abandon  the  sale  of  gas  to 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  from  the  S/L  3503 
No.  1  well  in  the  East  Atchafalaya  Bay 
Field,  St.  Mary  Parish,  Louisiana. 

Applicant  proposes  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-320  to  abandon  the  sale  to  Texas 
Gas  Transmission  Corporation  of  gas 
from  the  S/L  1172  Nos.  1.  ID,  2,  2D,  3,  4, 
4D,  5  and  8  wells,  in  the  Block  Four 
Field,  East  Cameron  Area,  Offshore  Zone 
One,  Louisiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  May  21, 
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1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.- 
10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  hearings  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
these  applications  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ments  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  formal  hearings  are  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearings  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearings. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12883  Filed  5-15-75; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-94] 

GREAT  LAKES  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 
Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff  * 

May  8,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Great  Lakes  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (Great  Lakes), 
on  April  30,  1975,  tendered  for  filing  pro¬ 
posed  changes  to  the  following  tariff 
sheets  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  and  Original  Volume 
No.  2. 

Fitst  Revised  Volume  No.  1 

Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  11 
Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  57 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  53 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  53-F 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  53-G 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  77 

Great  Lakes  states  that  the  proposed 
tariff  sheet  changes  would  produce  in¬ 
creased  revenues  of  $12,000,000  based  on 
sales  and  transportation  volumes  for  the 
test  year  (twelve  months  ended  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1974,  as  adjusted) .  The  Company 
further  states  that  the  changes  would 


also  establish  a  new  base  average  cost  of 
gas  purchased  for  future  Purchased  Gas 
Adjustments. 

Great  Lakes  states  that  the  proposed 
rates  reflect  an  increase  in  the  rate  of 
return  to  10.75  percent,  which  includes 
a  rate  of  return  on  equity  of  16.00  per¬ 
cent,  an  increase  in  the  depreciation  rate 
on  transmission  plant  from  3.75  percent 
to  4.65  percent  and  increases  in  other 
operating  expenses.  Great  Lakes  has  re¬ 
quested  an  effective  date  of  June  14, 1975, 
for  the  proposed  increase. 

Great  Lakes  also  states  that  copies  of 
this  filing  have  been  served  upon  its 
customers  and  the  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  of  Michigan  and  Wisconsin. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  23, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-12884  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7740] 

INDIANA  AND  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Granting  Motion  in  Part  and 
Requiring  the  Payment  of  Refunds 

May  9, 1975. 

On  June  13,  1972,  Indiana  and  Michi¬ 
gan  Electric  Company  (I&M)  tendered 
for  filing  with  the  Commission  a  whole¬ 
sale  rate  increase  applicable  to  23  munic¬ 
ipal  and  cooperative  customers.  Of 
those  customers,  Richmond  Power  and 
Light  (Richmond),  Anderson,  Indiana 
(Anderson)  and  a  group  of  cooperatives 
(Cooperatives)  \  filed  motions  to  reject 
I&M's  filing  as  it  pertained  to  them, 
claiming  their  contracts  with  I&M  pro¬ 
hibited  unilateral  changes  in  rates  by 
I&M,  referring  to  the  Supreme  Court’s 
decisions  in  Mobile-Sierra.2 

By  order  issued  August  11,  1972,  the 
Commission  accepted  I&M’s  proposed 
rate  increase  for  filing,  suspended  its 


1  Indiana  Statewide  Rural  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.  Fruit  Belt  Electric  Coopera¬ 
tive,  Jay  County  Rural  Electric  Membership 
Corporation,  Noble  County  Rural  Electric 
Membership  Corporation,  Pauldlng-Putnam 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  United  Rural  Elec¬ 
tric  Corporation,  Wayne  County  Rural 
Electric  Membership  Corporation,  and  Whit¬ 
ley  County  Rural  Electric  Membership  Cor¬ 
poration. 

2  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  v.  Mobile  Gas 
Service  Corp.,  350  US.  332  (1956);  F.P.C.  v. 
Sierra-Pacific  Power  Co.,  350  US.  348  (1956). 


effectiveness  for  five  months,  and  estab¬ 
lished  hearing  procedures  thereon.  The 
Commission  also  denied  the  motions  to 
reject,  holding  that  the  parties’  agree¬ 
ments  with  I&M  did  not  constitute  fixed- 
rate  contracts  within  the  definition  of 
Mobile-Sierra.  The  Commission,  by  order 
of  October  6,  1972,  denied  the  motions 
for  rehearing  filed  by  the  three  parties. 

Richmond,  Anderson  and  the  Coopera¬ 
tives  each  petitioned  the  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  Cir¬ 
cuit  for  review  of  the  Commission’s  or¬ 
ders  denying  the  motions  to  reject  I&M’s 
filing  and  the  order  denying  rehearing. 
In  Richmond  Power  and  Light  Company 
v.  F.P.C.,3  the  Court  held  that  I&M’s 
contracts  with  Richmond  and  Anderson 
precluded  I&M  from  filing  a  unilateral 
rate  increase  under  section  205  and  re¬ 
manded  those  cases  to  the  Commission 
with  directions  to  reject  I&M’s  fillings 
for  Richmond  and  Anderson. 

The  Commission,  subsequent  to  a  Su¬ 
preme  Court  refusal  to  review  the  Rich¬ 
mond  decision,  filed  with  the  Court  of 
Appeals  a  motion  requesting  a  remand 
to  the  Commission  of  the  record  of  the 
Cooperatives’  appeal  so  that  we  might 
review  the  Cooperative’s  contracts  in 
light  of  the  Richmond  decision.  Upon  a 
remand,  opportunity  for  all  parties  to 
file  briefs,  and  a  reconsideration  of  the 
subject  contracts,  we  held  that  I&M’s 
June  13,  1972  rate  increase  filing  with 
respect  to  the  Cooperatives  was  contrac¬ 
tually  impermissible  under  section  205 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  We  therefore 
rejected  I&M’s  filing  under  section  205 
of  the  Act  with  respect  to  the  Coopera¬ 
tives  and  ordered  refunds  to  be  made  to 
the  Cooperatives  of  all  amounts  collected 
in  excess  of  the  rates  effective  at  the 
time  of  the  June  13,  1972  filing.4 

Subsequent  to  our  order  denying  re¬ 
hearing  of  our  June  3,  1974  order 5  I&M 
petitioned  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  D.C.  Circuit  for  review  of  those 
orders.  That  appeal  is  still  pending. 

On  April  10,  1975,  the  Cooperatives 
filed  a  Motion  for  Enforcement  Action 
with  this  Commission  requesting  the 
Commission  to  implement  its  powers 
under  Sections  314,  315  and  316  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  and  enforce  its  order 
of  June  13,  1974.  In  support  of  this  mo¬ 
tion  the  Cooperatives  point  out  that  I&M 
did  not  request  of  the  Court  or  of  the 
Commission  a  stay  of  the  Commission’s 
June  3,  1974  order  and  that  the  order 
therefore  remained  in  effect  and  required 
I&M  to  make  the  appropriate  refunds. 
I&M  has  not  filed  a  response  to  the  Co¬ 
operatives  motion  and  has  offered  no 
justification  for  its  failure  to  comply 
with  this  Commission’s  directive  requir¬ 
ing  the  payment  of  refunds. 

Because  no  stay  of  our  June  3,  1974 
order  was  obtained  our  orders  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  remained  in  full  force  and  effect 


3  481  F.2d  490  (D.C.  Cir.  1973). 

4  Order  on  Reconsideration,  Docket  No. 
E-7740.  Issued  June  3,  1974. 

•Order  Denying  Rehearing,  Docket  No.  E- 
7740,  issued  August  2,  1974. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  96— FRIDAY,  MAY  16,  1975 


NOTICES 


21535 


and  were  binding  upon  I&M.  I&M  there¬ 
fore  was  required  to  refund  to  the  Coop¬ 
eratives  all  monies  collected  in  excess  of 
the  rates  in  effect  prior  to  June  13,  1972. 
We  shall  therefore  grant  the  Coopera¬ 
tives  motion  to  the  extent  of  requiring 
I&M,  within  twenty  days  of  the  issuance 
of  this  order,  to  refund  to  the  Coopera¬ 
tives  all  amounts  collected  in  excess  of 
the  rates  in  effect  prior  to  June  13,  1972. 
In  the  event  I&M  fails  to  make  the  re¬ 
quired  refunds  within  twenty  days  of  the 
issuance  of  this  order  we  shall  take  such 
further  action  as  may  be  necessary  under 
sections  314,  315  and  316  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  ensure  compliance  with  this 
directive. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  in  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to 
grant  the  Cooperatives’  motion  by  re¬ 
quiring  I&M,  within  twenty  days  of  the 
issuance  of  this  order,  to  refund  to  the 
Cooperatives  all  amounts  collected  from 
the  Cooperatives  pursuant  to  the  rates 
filed  on  June  13,  1972  in  excess  of  the 
rates  in  effect  prior  to  that  date. 

(2)  In  the  event  I&M  fails  to  make  re¬ 
funds,  as  hereinafter  ordered,  within 
twenty  days  of  the  issuance  of  this  order, 
we  shall  take  such  further  action  as  may 
be  necessary  under  sections  314,  315  and 
316  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  ensure 
compliance  with  our  order. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  Mo¬ 
tion  for  Enforcement  Action  filed  by  the 
Cooperatives  on  April  10,  1975  is  granted 
to  the  extent  of  requiring  the  payment  of 
refunds  by  I&M. 

(B)  Within  twenty  days  of  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  this  order  I&M  shall  refund  with 
interest  at  7  percent  to  the  Cooperatives 
amounts  collected  pursuant. to  the  June 
13,  1972  filing  which  are  in  excess  of  the 
previously  existing  rates. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12885  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-96] 

MICHIGAN-WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 
Proposed  Rate  Increase 

May  8, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  30,  1975, 
Michigan -Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company, 
(MichWis),  tendered  for  filing  the  fol¬ 
lowing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff: 

Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1 
Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  27F 

First  Revised  Volume  No.  2 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  92,  110,  129,  and 
130 

Fifth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  141,  142,  and  171 
Third  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  214,  and  215 


Second  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  231,  232,  297,  315, 

and  339 

First  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  420,  and  421 

The  proposed  changes  in  rates,  which 
will  result  in  increased  charges  to  juris¬ 
dictional  customers  in  the  amount  of 
$65,992,605  per  year,  are  based  on  the 
test  period  ended  January  31,  1975  with 
known  and  measurable  changes  through 
October  31,  1975.  MichWis  states  that  the 
reasons  for  the  proposed  increase  are  the 
following:  a)  Increased  costs  of  capital 
which  result  in  an  overall  rate  of  return 
requirement  of  10.75%;  b)  Increased 
depreciation  rates  to  obtain  a  timely 
recovery  of  its  investment  in  its  natural 
gas  production,  storage  and  transmission 
facilities  and  to  provide  some  portion  of 
the  additional  funds  necessary  to  acquire 
aild  attach  future  additional  gas  sup¬ 
plies;  c)  Increased  costs  associated  with 
the  acquisition  of  gas  supplies;  d)  Re¬ 
duction  in  sales;  and  e)  Increased  cost 
of  labor,  supplies  and  other  expenses  of 
operation. 

MichWis  requests  an  effective  date  of 
June  1. 1975. 

MichWis  states  that  copies  of  its  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  all  its  jurisdictional 
customers  and  all  interested  state  com¬ 
missions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  21,  1975. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12886  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am[ 


[Docket  No.  RP73-108] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Refund  of  Charges  Pursuant  to  Settlement 
Agreement 

May  8, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Line  Company  (Panhandle)  on  No¬ 
vember  14,  1974,  tendered  for  filing  its 
Report  of  Refunds  made  to  its  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  on  October  15,  1974, 
pursuant  to  Article  II,  Paragraph  3  of 
its  agreement  as  to  rates  and  related 
matters,  dated  July  29,  1974,  which  was 
approved  by  and  made  a  part  of  the 
Commission’s  order  issued  August  30, 
1974. 

Panhandle  states  that  each  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers  received  a  copy 
of  the  refund  summary  and  their  re¬ 
spective  detail  computations. 


Any  person  desiring  to  comment  upon 
or  to  protest  the  refund  report  should 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  (if  no  prior 
petition  therefor  has  been  filed)  or  to 
protest  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  21,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  wil>  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12887  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  E-7718  and  E-8435] 

PENNSYLVANIA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Postponement  of  Hearing 

May  9, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  due  to  a  schedule  con¬ 
flict  of  the  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  the  hearing  schedule  for  May  13, 
1975,  by  notice  issued  March  4,  1975,  in 
the  above-designated  matter,  is  post¬ 
poned  until  July  8,  1975,  at  10  a  m. 
(e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12888  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8927] 

PENNSYLVANIA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

May  9,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  due  to  a  schedule 
conflict  of  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  the  hearing  scheduled  for 
May  13,  1975,  by  notice  issued  April  16, 
1975,  is  postponed  until  June  24,  1975,  at 
10  a.m.  (e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12889  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8953] 

SUPERIOR  WATER,  LIGHT  AND  POWER 
CO. 

Postponement  of  Hearing 

May  9,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  due  to  a  schedule 
conflict  of  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge,  the  hearing  scheduled  for 
May  12,  1975,  by  notice  issued  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1975,  is  postponed  until  June  26, 
1975,  at  10  a.m.  (e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12890  FUed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  RP74-38-8] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

(NORTH  ALABAMA  GAS  DISTRICT) 

Order  Modifying  Order  Granting  Extraordi¬ 
nary  Relief  and  Denying  Applications  for 

Rehearing 

May  1, 1975. 

Our  order  of  February  26,  1975, 
granted  extraordinary  relief  to  the  North 
Alabama  Gas  District  (North  Alabama) 
for  the  Cherokee,  Alabama  plant  of 
United  States  Steel  Corporation’s  Agri- 
Chemical  Division  (Ag-Chem)  to  supply 
Ag-Chem’s  continuing  feedstock  gas  re¬ 
quirements  and  its  process  gas  require¬ 
ments  for  eighteen  months,  subject  to 
certain  volume  limitations  and  use  con¬ 
ditions.  Applications  for  rehearing  which 
question  both  our  basic  findings  and  the 
imposition  of  these  special  conditions 
have  been  filed  by  Ag-Chem  and  Algon¬ 
quin  Gas  Transmission  Corporation  (Al¬ 
gonquin).  North  Alabama  has  applied 
for  clarification  or  modification  of  the 
conditions  attached  to  the  relief  grant. 
After  further  review  of  these  pleadings 
and  the  complex  curcumstances  here, 
we  have  determined  that  our  basic  con¬ 
clusions  are  correct,  but  that  the  condi¬ 
tions  and  limitations  should  be  amended 
to  clarify  the  format  for  the  provision 
of  relief  and  the  corresponding  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  North  Alabama  and  Ag-Chem. 

I.  Basic  findings.  At  the  Cherokee 
plant,  Ag-Chem  produces  anhydrous  am¬ 
monia  by  using  natural  gas  for  feedstock 
and  as  the  process  fuel  that  heats  the 
primary  reformer  in  which  a  catalytic 
reaction  reforms  the  feedstock  gas.  Based 
on  the  expanded  record  after  rehearing, 
we  awarded  continuing  extraordinary 
relief  for  feedstock  use  but  limited  proc¬ 
ess  relief  to  an  eighteen  month  period, 
in  which  Ag-Chem  can  eliminate  its 
process  gas  use  by  converting  the  re¬ 
former  to  oil.  We  concluded  that  “[tlhe 
available  evidence  indicates  that  conver¬ 
sion  is  feasible.”  Where  the  record  was 
incomplete,  particularly  on  the  question 
of  economic  feasibility,  we  refused  to 
grant  additional  relief  on  the  basis  of 
speculation  and  resolved  the  conversion 
question  against  North  Alabama  and 
Ag-Chem,  which  had  the  burden  of  prov¬ 
ing  that  relief  was  fully  justified,  and  in 
favor  of  the  other  curtailed  customers 
of  TETCO,  whose  entitlements  would  be 
reduced  further  by  the  grant  of  full  re¬ 
lief  (Order  at  13-14) . 

Ag-Chem  has  applied  for  rehearing  of 
our  fining  on  conversion  feasibility,  con¬ 
tending  that  this  conclusion  is  unsup¬ 
ported  by  record  evidence,  based  on  an 
improper  decisional  standard,  and  the 
result  of  An  unlawful  imposition  of  the 
-burden  of  proof  upon  the  petitioner. 
Ag-Chem  argues  that  the  current 
TETCO  curtailment  plan,  which  con¬ 
forms  to  our  Statement  of  Policy  in 
Order  No.  467-B,1  was  illegally  imposed 
upon  TETCO  by  the  Commission,  after 
the  previous  pro-rata  curtailment  plan 


*  Utilization  and  Conservation  of  Natural 
Resources — Natural  Gas  Act,  Docket  No.  R- 
469.49FPC  583  (1973). 


had  been  approved  as  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  It  therefore  follows,  according  to 
Ag-Chem,  that  we  have  made  this  one 
customer  suffer  the  burden  of  an  illegal 
tariff,  by  imposing  on  it  the  burden  of 
proof  in  this  proceeding.  It  is  suggested 
that,  at  most.  North  Alabama  and  Ag- 
Chem  should  have  been  allocated  only 
the  burden  of  going  forward  with  the 
presentation  of  evidence. 

Moreover,  we  have  allegedly  applied 
an  improper  standard  to  decide  the  con¬ 
version  issue  by  giving  ‘‘great  weight” 
to  three  “non-economic”  factors:  the 
general  gas  shortage,  the  existing  .level 
of  curtailment,  and  the  end  use  priority 
of  the  customers  to  be  affected  by  a 
grant  of  relief  (Order  at  13).  The  first 
two  factors  are  assertedly  irrelevant, 
since  they  provide  no  basis  to  distinguish 
among  petitioners.  By  considering  the 
last  factor,  Ag-Chem  suggests  that  the 
Commission  has  given  impermissible 
weight  to  Order  No.  467-B,  a  mere 
“Statement  of  Policy”  which  is  not  sup¬ 
ported  by  any  specific  evidence  in  this 
case.  Finally,  Ag-Chem  contends  that 
the  record  evidence,  when  measured  by 
a  proper  standard  of  feasibility,  proves 
that  conversion  is  infeasible. 

Our  finding,  that  process  conversion 
is  feasible,  was  properly  and  correctly 
reasoned  from  the  record  evidence  and 
will  not  be  modified.  Since  the  evi¬ 
dentiary  record  in  an  extraordinary  re¬ 
lief  proceeding  is  often  poorly  detailed 
or  somewhat  inconclusive,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  establish  clearly  where  the  bur¬ 
den  of  persuasion  falls.  It  would  be  un¬ 
reasonable  and  impractical  to  place  that 
burden  on  the  supplying  pipeline  or  the 
Commission  staff,  rather  than  on  the 
petitioner,  which  alone  has  full  access 
to  significant  information  and  originally 
alleged  that  relief  should  be  provided  be¬ 
cause  of  extraordinary  circumstances  in¬ 
volving  its  individual  operations.  Ag- 
Chem’s  specific  argument  is  rejected  as 
an  untimely  attempt  to  collaterally 
attack  a  previous  order.  If  there  was 
any  merit  in  Ag-Chem’s  suggestion  that 
the  current  TETCO  curtailment  plan 
is  an  unlawful  tariff  amendment,  a  dif¬ 
ferent  result  would  not  be  required;  the 
operation  of  TETCO ’s  curtailment  plan 
was  never  an  issue  in  this  proceeding. 
North  Alabama  has  argued  simply  that 
a  certain  volume  of  gas  should  be  de¬ 
livered  to  Ag-Chem,  without  regard  to 
any  level  of  industrial  curtailment  under 
any  plan;  there  has  been  no  suggestion 
that  relief  is  required  because  Ag-Chem 
has  been  injured  by  the  use  of  an  end 
use  curtailment  plan  in  place  of  a  pro¬ 
rata  plan. 

Conversion  of  the  primary  reformer 
will  reduce  Ag-Chem’s  gas  requirements 
significantly  without  reducing  its  pro¬ 
duction  capacity.  The  record  showed 
that  process  conversion  can  be  achieved, 
but  at  substantial  expense  and  with  some 
difficulty  and  a  resulting  loss  of  efficien¬ 
cy.  In  reaching  our  conclusion  that  con¬ 
version  is  feasible  here,  we  weighed  four 
material  factors:  the  engineering  evi¬ 
dence  that  conversion  is  technically 
possible;  the  general  gas  shortage  and 


the  level  of  curtailment  on  the  TETCO 
system,  which  are  so  severe  that  relief 
can  be  awarded  only  if  there  is  no  other 
alternative;  the  Category  2  service 
priority  of  the  other  customers  to  be 
affected  by  a  grant  of  relief,  which  re¬ 
flects  the  fact  that  those  customers  can¬ 
not  use  alternate  fuels  to  replace  the 
relief  volumes  diverted  to  Ag-Chem;  and 
finally  the  limited  economic  evidence, 
which  did  not  support  a  finding  that  the 
actual  costs  of  conversion  are  unreason¬ 
able,  or  that  the  operation  of  the  plant 
after  conversion  is  economically  in¬ 
feasible. 

While  the  general  gas  shortage,  and 
the  existing  level  of  curtailment,  or  stated 
differently,  the  service  priority  of  the  af¬ 
fected  customers,  are  factors  which  do 
not  distinguish  various  relief  petitions, 
they  are  relevant  considerations  in  de¬ 
termining  whether  relief,  which  is  suf¬ 
ficient  to  eliminate  a  particularly  oner¬ 
ous  conversion  burden,  can  be  awarded 
to  one  petitioner.  Relief  might  be  granted 
where  conversion  is  not  absolutely  in¬ 
feasible,  if  the  supplying  pipeline  pro¬ 
jects  only  short  term,  limited  curtail¬ 
ments  of  service,  or  if  the  classification 
of  the  affected  customers  reflects  their 
existing  ability  to  use  alternate  fuels. 

Algonquin  has  applied  for  rehearing 
of  that  portion  of  the  order  (footnote 
4  at  page  9)  where  we  refused  to  deny  or 
reduce  relief  on  the  basis  of  allegations 
in  Algonquin’s  pleading  that  Ag-Chem 
spumed  Algonquin’s  offer  of  SNG,  ap¬ 
parently  due  to  the  high  price.  We  again 
will  not  modify  this  complex  decision  be¬ 
cause  of  this  single  unsubstantiated  al¬ 
legation.  Furthermore,  the  revision  of 
the  conditions  to  relief,  ordered  here, 
should  satisfy  Algonquin,  if  its  objections 
are  motivated  by  a  genuine  concern  that 
the  original  conditions 'removed  any  in¬ 
centive  to  the  acquisition  by  Ag-Chem  of 
high  priced  intrastate  gas  or  supple- 
mental  supplies  to  replace  relief  volumes 
from  TETCO. 

II.  Limitations  and  conditions  to  re¬ 
lief.  North  Alabama  has  sought  a  nearly 
complete  exemption  from  curtailment  by 
TETCO.  Since  its  service  is  classified  in 
the  Category  2  service  priority,  these  very 
substantial  relief  volumes  can  be  pro¬ 
vided  only  through  the  creation  of  a 
special  service  priority,  between  Category 
1  and  2,  which  will  continue  significantly 
large  daily  deliveries  to  Ag-Chem  when 
TETCO  is  heavily  or  completely  cur¬ 
tailing  service  for  the  highest  priority 
industrial- uses  and  for  storage  injection 
that  protects  peak  day  residential  serv¬ 
ice.  While  recognizing  the  continuing 
need  for  fertilizer  production,  we  con¬ 
cluded  that  an  outright  relief  award  in 
these  circumstances  would  not  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  general  public  interest 
and  our  statutory  responsibilities.  We 
were  able  to  justify  an  award  of  relief 
only  by  carefully  limiting  deliveries,  and 
by  clearly  requiring  Ag-Chem  to  shoulder 
its  corresponding  responsibilities,  includ¬ 
ing  the  reduction  of  its  long  term  relief 
requirements.  Accordingly,  our  order  of 
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February  26,  1975,  set  absolute  limita¬ 
tions  and  prohibitions  on  TETCO’s  de¬ 
liveries  and  Ag-Chem’s  use  of  natural 
gas,  when  other  fuels  can  be  utilized. 

After  further  consideration,  we  have 
determined  that  these  conditions  should 
be  clarified  to  emphasize  our  primary 
concern,  that  relief  be  taken  only  when 
absoluely  necessary  and  paid  back 
promptly,  and  also  should  be  modified  to 
allow  Ag-Chem  greater  flexibility  in  ful¬ 
filling  its  fuel  requirements  for  full  pro¬ 
duction.  The  order  of  February  26,  1975, 
as  revised  herein,  contains  the  most 
generous  terms  under  which  we  can  per¬ 
mit  the  delivery  of  extraordinary  relief 
volumes.  If  North  Alabama  and  Ag- 
Chem  are  unwilling  to  comply  with  these 
necessary  limitations,  then  they  may 
simply  reject  this  offer  of  relief  and  take 
their  curtailed  contractual  entitlement 
from  TETCO. 

A.  Volumetric  limitations.  Previously, 
we  limited  North  Alabama’s  daily  deliv¬ 
ery  from  TETCO  to  the  minimum,  pro¬ 
rata  volume  necessary  to  meet  Ag- 
Chem’s  indispensible  gas  requirements — 
feedstock  gas  permanently  and  process 
gas  for  eighteen  months.  Ag-Chem  sug¬ 
gests  that  a  pro-rata  limitation  is  not 
necessary  to  protect  the  public  interest. 
North  Alabama  argues  that  this  limita¬ 
tion  constitutes  an  abandonment  pro 
tanto  without  compliance  with  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  Since  it  was 
never  our  intent  to  permanently  and  ab¬ 
solutely  reduce  North  Alabama’s  curtail¬ 
ment  entitlement,  we  will  adjust  order¬ 
ing  paragraph  (C)  as  necessary. 

TETCO  shall  continue  to  provide  its 
pro-rata  share  of  the  total  minimum  vol¬ 
ume  of  gas  needed  to  fuel  Ag-Chem’s  in¬ 
dispensable  requirements.  The  actual  re¬ 
lief  volumes,  the  amount  by  which  North 
Alabama’s  ordinary  curtailed  entitle¬ 
ment  under  TETCO’s  effective  curtail¬ 
ment  plan  is  lower  than  the  volume  actu¬ 
ally  delivered,  will  be  added  to  North 
Alabama’s  accruing  payback  obligation. 
North  Alabama  will  also  be  permitted  to 
take  any  excess  amounts  of  gas,  by  which 
its  curtailed  contractual  entitlement 
from  TETCO  exceeds  the  pro-rata  share 
of  the  indispensibly  required  volumes  de¬ 
livered  ordinarily  by  TETCO  under  this 
grant.  But,  these  “excess  volumes”  must 
be  used  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the 
extraordinary  nature  of  this  relief 
award.  Any  gas  taken  from  TETCO, 
which  could  be  feasibly  replaced  by  al¬ 
ternate  fuels,  must  be  applied  to  reduce 
any  outstanding  payback  obligation  and 
to  replace  relief  from  other  suppliers, 
before  this  gas  is  actually  used  to  fuel 
convertible  processes.2 


*  When  relief  from  Tetco’s  curtailment  was 
granted,  we  designed  these  conditions  to 
track  with  other  possible  relief  awards,  since 
Ag-Chem’s  other  suppliers  were  then  cur- 
taUlng  deliveries  to  the  Cherokee  plant. 
Ag-Chem  and  North  Alabama  have  hied  peti¬ 
tions  for  relief  from  curtailment  by  Ala- 
bama-Tenneesee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Alabama-Tennessee)  and  Tennessee  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (Tennessee)  which 
are  being  reviewed.  This  order  should  not  be 
interpreted  as  a  prejudgment  of  those  peti¬ 
tions,  or  as  a  preliminary  statement  that 
further  relief  is  actually  necessary  or  Justi¬ 
fied  on  those  systems. 


NOTICES 

These  provisions  are  clearly  reasona¬ 
ble;  Ag-Chem,  through  North  Alabama, 
is  required  merely  to  subordinate  any 
unnecessary  use  of  the  TETCO  gas  in 
order  to  meet  its  overriding  obligations — 
the  prompt  payback  of  relief  volumes  re¬ 
ceived  previously  for  indispensable  uses 
and  the  reduction  of  all  relief  takes 
whenever  possible.  They  are  necessary 
first,  to  avoid  the  diversion  of  gas  from 
similar  high  priority  customers  of 
TETCO  to  remedy  curtailments  imposed 
by  Ag-Chem’s  other  suppliers,  and  also, 
to  prevent  the  unnecessary  use  of  gas  in 
convertible  processes  while  relief  is  be¬ 
ing  taken  from  other  sources  and  past 
relief  takes  have  not  been  paid  back.  No 
abandonment  of  service  will  result  from 
the  imposition  of  these  temporary  re¬ 
strictions,  which  will  be  effective  only 
when  Ag-Chem’s  payback  obligation  has 
not  been  discharged. 

Finally,  the  actual  figures  setting  the 
maximum  limitations  on  TETCO  deliv¬ 
eries  for  indispensable  uses  will  be  in¬ 
creased  slightly  to  reflect  the  different 
pressure  base  used  on  the  Alabama-Ten¬ 
nessee  system  to  measure  contract  vol¬ 
umes.  5,000  Mcf  at  14.73  psia,  the  daily 
contract  volume  delivered  by  Alabama- 
Tennessee  at  that  pressure  base,  is  equiv¬ 
alent  to  4,902  Mcf  at  15.05  psia,  the 
measurement  pressure  base  of  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  TETCO  systems.  Therefore, 
the  volumetric  limitations  in  ordering 
paragraph  (C)(1)  have  been  recalcu¬ 
lated  using  21,702  Mcf/d,  rather  than 
21,800  Mcf,  as  the  total  contract 
volume  which  is  the  basis  for  the  ratios 
described  in  the  original  order  (at  16) . 

B.  Use  Prohibition.  Extraordinary  re¬ 
lief  was  granted  upon  condition  that  Ag- 
Chem  agrees  to  use  gas  “from  any 
source”  only  for  feedstock,  and  as  proc¬ 
ess  fuel  for  eighteen  months  (ordering 
paragraph  (D>,  subparagraphs  (1),  (2) 
and  (4),  at  18).  Ag-Chem  contends  tha$ 
imposition  of  this  condition  is  beyond 
our  statutory  authority,  “grossly  unfair 
and  unduly  discriminatory”,  and  viola¬ 
tive  of  the  National  Environmental  Pol¬ 
icy  Act  (NEPA)  since  an  environmental 
impact  statement  has  not  been  prepared 
and  considered.  North  Alabama’s  appli¬ 
cation,  which  makes  similar  arguments, 
emphasizes  the  possible  negative  effect 
of  these  conditions  on  its  financial  con¬ 
dition  and  its  ability  to  serve  its  other 
customers.  If  Ag-Chem  violates  the  terms 
of  the  relief  grant,  TETCO  must  cease 
all  deliveries  to  Ag-Chem,  through  North 
Alabama — the  "innocent  bystander”.  Al¬ 
gonquin,  in  its  motion  for  clarification 
or  supplemental  application  for  rehear¬ 
ing,  expresses  its  concerns  that  our  order 
does  not  clearly  require  Ag-Chem  to 
minimize  its  relief  takes  by  developing 
new  sources  of  gas  or  supplemental  sup¬ 
plies  and  may  actively  discourage  the 
acquisition  of  new  supplies  of  gas. 

These  conditions  were  designed  to  ac¬ 
complish  two  things  in  a  simple  direct 
manner.  By  prohibiting  the  use  of  gas 
from  any  source,  we  clearly  established 
both  Ag-Chem’s  paramount  obligation 
to  reduce  its  very  large  relief  require¬ 
ments  through  process  conversion,  and 
our  Intent  to  forestall  later  petitions  for 
additional  process  relief,  assertedly 
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based  on  the  public  interest  in  maximum 
fertilizer  production,  but  actually  re¬ 
quired  because  Ag-Chem  had  not  acted 
diligently  to  lessen  gas  consumption. 
Since  any  condition  requiring  prudent  or 
diligent  efforts  to  replace  relief  volumes, 
through  development  of  alternate  fuel 
supplies,  would  be  difficult  to  enforce,  we 
attempted  further  to  assure  that  one  al¬ 
ternate  fuel,  oil,  would  have  to  be  used  in 
convertible  processes,  while  we  guaran¬ 
teed  sufficient  gas  for  feedstock  use 
where  oil  cannot  be  substituted.  After 
further  study,  these  conditions  appear  to 
be  deficient  in  two  respects.  They  do  not 
permit  the  resumption  of  Ag-Chem’s 
historical  use  of  gas  once  the  present 
supply  emergency  is  ended.  Also,  while 
the  original  relief  grant  encourages  proc¬ 
ess  conversion  to  oil,  it  discourages  the 
acquisition  of  new  supplies  to  replace 
the  substantial  relief  volumes  guaran¬ 
teed  for  feedstock  use. 

We  will  apply  an  absolute  prohibition 
on  the  use  of  gas  in  convertible  processes 
only  to  actual  relief  volumes  delivered 
to  the  Cherokee  plant.  Ag-Chem  will  be 
permitted  to  use  newly  acquired  volumes 
of  natural  gas  and  supplemental  sup¬ 
plies  in  any  manner.  However,  while  re¬ 
lief  volumes  are  taken  or  an  accrued 
payback  obligation  remains  outstanding, 
Ag-Chem’s  current  suppliers  will  reduce 
their  deliveries  and  thereby  eliminate  re¬ 
lief  or  accelerate  payback,  whenever  new 
supplies  are  available  to  Ag-Chem  which 
can  be  used  to  fulfill  Ag-Chem’s  in¬ 
dispensible  requirements.  Certainly,  this 
displacement  requirement  is  reasonable 
and  necessary;  it  would  be  grossly  in¬ 
equitable  to  allow  Ag-Chem  to  bum  nat¬ 
ural  gas,  SNG,  LNG  and  propane  in  its 
convertible  primary  reformer  or  in  the 
converted  dryers  and  boilers,  at  the  same 
time  that  relief  gas  or  volumes  which 
could  be  paid  back  are  taken  for  feed¬ 
stock  use.  Once  the  need  for  relief  ends 
and  Ag-Chem’s  payback  obligation  has 
been  discharged,  these  necessary  re¬ 
strictions  will  no  longer  be  effective. 

These  revised  conditions  will  apply  to 
all  new  sources  of  gaseous  fuels  “avail¬ 
able  to  Ag-Chem”,  and  not  merely  to 
those  supplies  which  Ag-Chem  receives 
in  fact.  We  expect  and  require  that  Ag- 
Chem  will  apply  its  “best  efforts”  to 
develop  and  acquire  new  sources  of  intra¬ 
state  and  interstate  gas  and  supple¬ 
mental  supplies.  If  it  is  shown  convinc¬ 
ingly  that  Ag-Chem  has  not  acted  dilig¬ 
ently,  upon  our  own  investigation  or  after 
a  specific  complaint,  then  we  will  reevalu¬ 
ate  this  relief  grant  and  take  any  neces¬ 
sary  action.  At  the  same  time,  our  ac¬ 
tions  here  should  not  be  Interpreted  as 
an  invitation  to  other  parties  to  relitigate 
this  proceeding,  or  to  employ  this  Com¬ 
mission  as  a  broker  arranging  individual 
sales. 

There  is  no  basis  for  a  jurisdictional 
challenge  to  this  revised  relief  award,  for 
the  one,  absolute,  use  prohibition  applies 
only  to  actual  relief  volumes,  which  are 
totally  within  our  discretionary  control. 
The  other  temporary  limitations  are  un¬ 
usual,  but  not  unfair  or  discriminatory. 
These  conditions  are  necessitated  by  the 
unusual  circumstances  here.  Substantial 
volumes  of  relief  gas  are  to  be  delivered 
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specially,  under  a  high  priority  service 
category,  to  a  plant  where  the  use  of 
process  gas  can  be  eliminated. 

A  statement  on  the  environmental  im¬ 
pact  of  this  order  Is  not  required  by 
NEPA.  Even  If  it  is  assumed  that  con¬ 
version  of  Ag-Chem’s  primary  reformer 
will  significantly  affect  the  human  en¬ 
vironment,  conversion  to  oil  will  be  re¬ 
quired  by  marketforces  and  the  general 
fuel  supply  crisis,  and  not  by  our  action 
in  conditioning  and  limiting  this  award 
so  that  the  grant  of  extraordinary  relief 
can  be  justified  here.  If  North  Alabama 
and  Ag-Chem  are  unwilling  to  accept 
conditioned  relief,  they  may  reject  this 
offer  and  continue  to  receive  the  normal 
entitlement  under  TETCO’s  interim  cur¬ 
tailment  plan.  Certain  temporary  limita¬ 
tions  have  been  placed  on  the  delivery 
of  interstate  gas  to  Ag-Chem;  but  Ag- 
Chem  and  North  Alabama  retain  the 
additional  options  of  acquiring  new  sup¬ 
plies  of  gaseous  fuel  or  of  adjusting  pro¬ 
duction  schedule,  so  that  conversion 
can  be  avoided.  We  intend  to  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  NEPA  “to  the 
fullest  extent  possible’’  in  directing  the 
preparation  of  impact  statements  on  the 
operation  of  permanent  curtailment 
plans;  but  we  concur  in  the  statement 
that  this  requirement  of  NEPA  should 
not  be  used  as  “a  weapon  for  disap¬ 
pointed  parties”.  State  of  Louisiana  v. 
FP.C.,  503  F.  2d  499,  857  (5th  Cir.  1974) ; 
Calvert  Cliffs’  Coordinating  Committee 
v.  A.E.C.,  449  F.  2d  1109  (D.C.  Cir.  1971) . 

Finally,  we  shall  modify  the  condi¬ 
tions  on  relief  that  protect  Category  One 
service  and  require  submission  of  com¬ 
pliance  statements  by  North  Alabama 
and  Ag-Chem.  In  requiring  the  cessation 
of  deliveries  to  Ag-Chem  when  Category 
One  service  is  curtailed  by  TETCO,  the 
condition  established  in  Order  No.  716-E, 
issued  April  18, 1974  in  Docket  No.  RP74- 
39-3,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  (Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany)  will  be  applied  here.  North 
Alabama  shall  submit  the  ordered  com¬ 
pliance  statements  within  ninety  days 
or  promptly  reject  the  grant;  but  this 
requirement  is  not  intended  to  interfere 
with  any  lawful  appeal  from  this  order. 

The  Commission  further  finds.  (A) 
Sufficient  good  cause  exists  to  modify  our 
order  of  February  26, 1975,  in  this  docket, 
as  hereafter  ordered. 

(B)  The  assignments  of  error  and 
grounds  for  rehearing  set  forth  in  the 
petitions  of  Ag-Chem,  North  Alabama, 
and  Algonquin  present  no  facts  or  legal 
principles  that  warrant  any  changes  in 
the  order  of  February  26,  1975,  in  this 
docket,  except  as  hereafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  ap¬ 
plications  for  rehearing  filed  by  Ag- 
Chem,  North  Alabama  and  Algonquin 
are  hereby  denied,  in  part,  and  granted 
as  hereafter  ordered. 

(B)  Ordering  paragraphs  (C)  and  (D) 
in  the  order  of  February  26, 1975,  in  this 
docket  are  hereby  amended  as  follows. 

(C)  (1)  TETCO  shall  deliver  the  fol¬ 
lowing  daily  volumes  of  gas  to  North 
Alabama  for  delivery  to  Ag-Chem: 


(a)  before  May  1,  1975,  the  absolute 
minimum  volume  of  gas  necessary  for 
use  by  Ag-Chem  as  feedstock  and  proc¬ 
ess  fuel  so  that  Ag-Chem  can  produce 
the  maximum  output  of  ammonia 
achievable  on  that  day  or  14,800  Mcf, 
whichever  volume  is  smaller;  and 

(b)  from  May  1,  1975,  through  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1976,  the  absolute  minimum 
volume  of  gas  necessary  for  use  by  Ag- 
Chem  as  feedstock  and  process  fuel  so 
that  Ag-Chem  can  produce  the  maxi¬ 
mum  output  of  ammonia  achievable  on 
that  day  or  12,017  Mcf,  whichever  vol¬ 
ume  is  smaller ;  and 

(c)  on  and  after  September  1,  1976, 
the  absolute  minimum  volume  of  gas 
necessary  for  use  by  Ag-Chem  as  feed¬ 
stock  so  that  Ag-Chem  can  produce  the 
maximum  output  of  ammonia  achieva¬ 
ble  on  that  day  or  7,211  Mcf,  whichever 
volume  is  smaller. 

(C)  (2)  On  any  day  when  North  Ala¬ 

bama’s  entitlement  under  TETCO’s  then 
effective  curtailment  plan  exceeds  the 
volume  to  be  delivered  under  ordering 
paragraph  (C)(1),  then  TETCO  shall 
also  deliver  the  additional  volume  of  gas 
by  which  North  Alabama’s  full  entitle¬ 
ment  exceeds  the  volume  which  already 
will  be  delivered  under  ordering  para¬ 
graph  (C)(1),  provided  that  this  addi¬ 
tional  volume  will  be  used  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  manner :  _ 

(a)  First,  paid  back  to  TETCO  until 
all  relief  volumes  taken  from  TETCO 
have  been  paid  back;  and  then 

(b)  second,  delivered  to  Ag-Chem, 
only  to  displace  any  relief  volumes  being 
taken  by  Ag-Chem  on  that  day  from 
Tennessee  through  North  Alabama  and 
then  from  Alabama -Tennessee  directly; 
and  then 

(c)  third,  delivered  to  Ag-Chem  only 
to  displace  volumes  to  be  paid  back  to 
Tennessee  and  then  Alabama -Tennessee, 
until  all  relief  volumes  taken  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  Alabama -Tennessee  have 
been  paid  back;  and  then 

(d)  fourth,  delivered  to  Ag-Chem  out¬ 
right. 

(D)  Extraordinary  relief  is  granted 
upon  the  condition  that: 

(1)  The  relief  volumes  from  TETCO — 
the  volume  delivered  under  ordering 
paragraph  (C)  (I)  less  North  Alabama’s 
entitlement  under  TETCO’s  then  effec¬ 
tive  curtailment  plan — shall  be  taken  by 
North  Alabama  only  if  those  volumes  are 
used  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)  before  September  1, 1976,  for  feed¬ 
stock  and  process  use;  and 

(b)  on  and  after  September  1, 1976,  for 
feedstock  alone; 

(2)  On  any  day,  the  relief  volumes  to 
be  provided  by  Ag-Chem’s  three  current 
Interstate  suppliers  shall  be  reduced  in 
pro-rata  amounts,  first  by  the  volumes 
of  intrastate  gas  and  the  new  volumes  of 
interstate  gas  other  than  the  existing 
total  contractual  entitlement  of  21,702 
Mcf/d,  available  for  Ag-Chem’s  use  on 
that  day,  and  second  by  the  BTU  equiva¬ 
lent  of  any  SNG,  LNG  or  propane  avail¬ 
able  for  Ag-Chem’s  use  on  that  day; 

(3)  Until  all  relief  volumes  previously 
taken  by  Ag-Chem  have  been  paid  back, 


on  any  day,  the  volumes  available  to 
North  Alabama  under  ordering  para¬ 
graphs  (C)(1)  and  (C)  (2)  shall  be  re¬ 
duced  first  by  the  volumes  of  intrastate 
gas  and  the  new  volumes  of  interstate 
gas  other  than  the  existing  total  contrac¬ 
tual  entitlement  of  21,702  Mcf/d,  avail¬ 
able  for  Ag-Chem’s  use  on  that  day,  and 
second  by  the  BTU  equivalent  of  any 
SNG,  LNG  or  propane  available  for  Ag- 
Chem’s  use  on  that  day,  but  only  to  the 
extent  that  these  available  amounts  of 
intrastate  gas,  interstate  gas  and  SNG, 
LNG,  or  propane  have  not  been  used  to 
displace  relief  volumes  under  ordering 
paragraph  (D)(2).  The  amount  of  this 
reduction  shall  be  applied  to  reduce  the 
outstanding  payback  obligation; 

(4)  North  Alabama  shall  file  quarterly 
reports  with  the  Commission  giving  all 
relevant  information  concerning  Ag- 
Chem’s  daily  use  of  gas  and  alternate 
fuels,  the  actual  operation  of  this  relief 
grant,  and  Ag-Chem’s  efforts  to  acquire 
and  use  other  sources  of  gas  and  alter¬ 
nate  fuels.  The  information  supplied 
shall  include  but  is  not  limited  to  the 
following  data: 

(a)  the  daily  and  monthly  volumes  of 
gas  taken  from  every  intrastate  and  in¬ 
terstate  source  by  Ag-Chem,  and  by 
North  Alabama  for  redelivery  to  Ag- 
Chem; 

(b)  the  daily  and  monthly  volumes  of 
relief  gas  taken  from  every  source  by  Ag- 
Chem  and  by  North  Alabama  for  rede¬ 
livery  to  Ag-Chem,  the  total  volumes  of 
relief  gas  which  have  been  paid  back  to 
each  supplier  of  relief  during  that  month, 
and  the  total  outstanding  volume  of  re¬ 
lief  gas  from  each  supplier  that  has  been 
taken  but  not  paid  back : 

(c)  the  daily  and  monthly  amounts  of 
interstate  gas,  intrastate  gas,  and  sup¬ 
plemental  supplies  (LNG,  SNG,  or  pro¬ 
pane)  available  to  Ag-Chem  but  not 
taken  or  used  by  Ag-Chem  on  each  day ; 

(d)  for  each  day,  the  reasons  justify¬ 
ing  the  particular  volumes  of  gas  taken 
from  TETCO  on  that  day,  under  the 
terms  of  this  order, 

(e)  a  detailed  description  of  all  suc¬ 
cessful  and  unsuccessful  efforts  taken  by 
Ag-Chem  to  convert  its  operations  to 
alternate  fuels,  to  acquire  supplies  of 
natural  gas,  SNG,  LNG,  and  propane, 
and  to  reduce  its  need  for  extraordinary 
relief ; 

(5)  TETCO  shall  unilaterally  discon¬ 
tinue  Ag-Chem’s  relief  volumes  if  and 
when  TETCO’s  systemwide  deliveries 
under  the  curtailment  plan  for  Category 
I  end-use  are  less  than  the  aggregate  of 
TETCO’s  proportionate  share  of  its  cus¬ 
tomers’  Category  I  requirements,  as  iden¬ 
tified  in  TETTCO’s  existing  end-use  data; 

(6)  Within  ninety  days  after  issuance 
of  this  order  North  Alabama  shall  file 
with  this  .Commission  notarized  state¬ 
ments  signed  by  the  chief  executive  of¬ 
ficers  of  North  Alabama  and  Ag-Chem 
which  set  forth  the  conditions  and  limi- 
agreement  of  North  Alabama  and  Ag- 
tations  contained  in  this  order  and  the 
Chem  to  abide  by  the  terms  of  these  con¬ 
ditions  and  limitations,  except  to  the 
extent  that  these  terms  may  later  be 
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modified  by  order  of  a  competent  review¬ 
ing  court. 

By  the  Commission. 

[sealI  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-12892  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 


^pocket  No.  RM75-16] 

REVISION  OF  PROCEDURE  FOR  THE 
ISSUANCE  OF  SECURITIES 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

May  9,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  §  1.3  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
C.F.R.  $  1-3),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
a  public  conference  shall  be  convened  on 
May  27  and  28,  1975,  at  the  office  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE..  Washington,  D.C. 
20426  at  10  a.m.  This  conference  is  held 
under  authority  of  the  Commission’s  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking  issued  in 
this  docket  on  January  20,  1975,  which 
stated  that  the  “Staff,  in  its  discretion, 
may  grant  or  deny  requests  for  confer¬ 
ence”.  Of  the  sixteen  (16)  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  the  notice  of  rule- 
making,  five  (5)  of  the  respondents  re¬ 
quested  that  a  conference  be  convened. 
The  Staff  has  determined  that  such  a 
conference  is  an  appropriate  forum  for  a 
discussion  of  relevant  issues  relating  to 
the  subject  of  the  proposed  rulemaking. 

At  the  outset,  we  note  explicitly  that  it 
is  not  the  purpose  of  this  conference  for 
participants  to  engage  in  debate  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposition  of  whether  or  not 
competitive  bidding  procedures  provide 
advantages  which  are  superior  to  those 
obtainable  through  negotiated  under¬ 
writings.  Rather,  the  purpose  of  this  con¬ 
ference  will  be  to  discuss  the  proposed 
procedures  enunciated  in  Docket  No. 
RM75-16,  and  in  the  alternative  to  dis¬ 
cuss  any  procedures  that  the  participants 
would  suggest  which  would  aid  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  fulfilling  its  statutory  respon¬ 
sibilities.  All  interested  parties  are  re¬ 
quested  to  be  prepared  to  discuss  the 
issues  in  accordance  with  the  agenda 
attached  to  this  notice. 

The  conference  is  open  to  members  of 
the  general  public  who  upon  recognition 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  conference, 
Daniel  C.  Lamke  of  the  Commission 
Staff,  may  offer  comments  as  to  the  rele¬ 
vant  issues  under  discussion.  This  con¬ 
ference  on  relevant  issues  relating  to  RM 
75-16  shall  be  of  record.  Parties  desiring 
to  place  written  presentations  into  the 
record  should  provide  the  Staff  with  at 
least  one  original  and  nine  copies  of  such 
submission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

Preliminary  Agenda 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION  STAFF  CONFERENCE 
ON  RELEVANT  ISSUES 

Revision  of  Procedure  For  The  Issuance  of 
Securities,  Docket  No.  RM75-16,  To  Be  Held 
at  Federal  Power  Commission,  826  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
May  27  and  28, 1975 


Presiding:  Daniel  C.  Lamke,  Offlice  of  the 
General  Counsel.  Federal  Power  Commission. 

Tuesday,  May  20, 1975 

10  am..  Opening  of  conference,  Daniel  C. 
Lamke,  presiding 

10:15,  Procedures  for  conference  announced. 
Registration  for  oral  presentation 
10:45,  General  statements  *  by  Interested 
parties,  recognized  by  conference  Chair¬ 
man 

12  noon.  Recess 

1  pm..  Discussion  of  proposed  Rulemaking 
RM75-16 

4:30,  Scheduling  of  presentation  will  be  facil¬ 
itated  If  conference  participants  will  notify 
the  conference  Chairman  In  advance  (202) 
386 

Wednesday,  May  21, 1975 

10  a.m..  Discussion  of  proposed  Rulemaking 
RM75-16 
12  noon.  Recess 

1  p.m..  Discussion  of  proposed  Rulemaking 
RM75-16 

4,  Summary  Statements 
4:30,  Adjournment 

[FR  Doc  75-12891  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  ami 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

CLINTON  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

Clinton  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Clinton, 
Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)  (1) )  of  formation  of  a  bank  hold¬ 
ing  company  through  acquisition  of  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  National  Bank  in  Clinton,  Clinton, 
Oklahoma  (“Bank”). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  Board  has 
considered  the  application  and  all  com¬ 
ments  received  in  light  of  the  factors 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant  is  a  recently-organized  cor¬ 
poration  formed  for  the  purpose  of  be¬ 
coming  a  bank  holding  company  through 
the  acquisition  of  Bank.  The  proposed 
transaction  involves  the  transfer  of  con¬ 
trol  of  Bank  from  individuals  to  a  cor¬ 
poration  owned  by  the  same  individuals. 
Bank  holds  deposits  of  approximately 
$15.3  million,1  representing  12.4  percent 
of  the  total  deposits  in  commercial  banks 
in  the  relevant  market,’  and  ranks  as 
the  second  largest  of  14  banks  operating 
in  the  market.  Upon  acquisition  of  Bank, 
Applicant  would  control  less  than  two- 
tenths  of  one  percent  of  total  deposits 
in  commercial  banks  in  Oklahoma.  Since 
the  transaction  is  essentially  a  reorga¬ 
nization  of  Bank’s  ownership  and  Appli¬ 
cant  presently  has  no  subsidiaries,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  consummation  of  the  proposal 
would  not  eliminate  significant  existing 


1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1974. 
*  The  relevant  geographic  market  is  ap¬ 
proximated  by  all  of  Custer  County  and  the 
northern  half  of  Washita  County  in 
Oklahoma. 


or  potential  competition,  or  have  an  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  other  area  banks.  There¬ 
fore,  the  Board  concludes  that  competi¬ 
tive  considerations  are  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  resources 
and  future  prospects  of  Applicant,  which 
will  depend  upon  those  of  Bank,  are  re¬ 
garded  as  satisfactory.  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  service  the  debt  it  will  assume 
incident  to  this  proposal  over  a  12  year 
period  primarily  through  dividends  from 
Bank.  In  light  of  Bank’s  past  earnings 
and  its  anticipated  growth,  it  appears 
that  the  projected  earnings  of  Bank  will 
provide  Applicant  with  the  necessary 
financial  flexibility  to  meet  its  annual 
debt  servicing  requirements  while  main¬ 
taining  an  adequate  capital  position  for 
Bank.  Thus,  considerations  relating  to 
banking  factors  are  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application.  Although  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposal  would  effect 
no  changes  in  the  services  offered  by 
Bank,  considerations  relating  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  community 
to  be  served  are  consistent  with  approval 
of  the  application.  It  is  the  Board’s  judg¬ 
ment  that  the  proposed  transaction 
would  be  consistent  with  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  that  the  application  should  be 
approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  order,  un¬ 
less  such  period  is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,3 
effective  May  9, 1975. 

f  seal  1  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-12898  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


FIRST  BANCORP,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Corsicana,  Texas, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) ) 
to  acquire  100  percent  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  the  voting  shares 
of  First  National  Bank,  Kaufman,  Texas, 
a  proposed  new  bank.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be  received 
not  later  than  May  30,  1975. 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Mitchell,  Bucher,  and  Holland. 
Absent  and  not  voting:  Governors  Sheehan, 
Wallich  and  Coldwell. 
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Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  12, 1975, 

[seal]  Robert  Smith,  m, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 
[FR  Doc.75-12893  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


FIRST  UNtQN,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  Union,  Incorporated,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  90  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  St.  Peters,  St.  Peters, 
Missouri.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application  are 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  June  10, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  9, 1975. 

[seal]  Robert  Smith,  HI, 

Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-12894  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


FOB,  CORP. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

FOB,  Corp.,  Belleville,  Illinois,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under  sec¬ 
tion  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  be¬ 
come  a  bank  holding  company  through 
acquisition  of  all  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  National  Bank  of  Belleville,  Belle¬ 
ville,  Illinois.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application  are 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(0). 

FOB,  Corp.,  Belleville,  Illinois  has  also 
applied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)  (8)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  section  225.4(b) 
(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y,  for  per¬ 
mission  to  acquire  voting  shares  of  Illi¬ 
nois  State  Trust  Company,  East  St.  Louis, 
Illinois.  Notice  of  the  application  was 
published  on  April  6,  1975  in  the  Metro- 
East  Journal,  a  newspaper  circulated  in 
East  St.  Louis,  Illinois  and  on  April  7, 
1975,  in  the  Belleville  News-Democrat,  a 
newspaper  circulated  in  Belleville,  Illi¬ 
nois. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  engage  in  the  activities  of : 
performing  or  carrying  on  any  one  or 
more  of  the  functions  or  activities  that 
may  be  performed  or  carried  on  by  a 
trust  company,  including  activities  of  a 
fiduciary,  agency  or  custodial  nature,  in¬ 
cluding  the  administration  of  Decedent’s 
Estates,  Trusts  under  Wills,  Trusts  under 
Agreements,  Agencies,  Escrow  Agencies, 


Guardianships,  Conservatorships,  Stock 
Transfer  Services,  Paying  Agent  Serv¬ 
ices,  Investment  Services  and  all  other 
activities  incidental  thereto.  Such  ac¬ 
tivities  have  been  specified  by  the  Board 
in  section  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  of  section  225.4(b) . 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  efficien¬ 
cy,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse  effects, 
such  as  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  unfair  competition,  con¬ 
flicts  of  interests,  or  unsound  banking 
practices.”  Any  request  for  a  hearing  on 
this  question  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  summarizing  the  evidence  the 
person  requesting  the  hearing  proposes 
to  submit  or  to  elicit  at  the  hearing  and  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  why  this  matter 
should  not  be  resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the-  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
June  9,  1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  8,  1975. 

[seal]  „  Robert  Smith,  HI, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-12899  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


MICHIGAN  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Michigan  National  Corporation, 
Bloomfield  Hills,  Michigan,  has  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire 
100  percent  of  the  voting  shares  (less 
director’s  qualifying  shares)  of  Michigan 
National  Bank-Grand  Traverse,  Tra¬ 
verse  City,  Michigan,  a  proposed  new 
bank.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not 
later  than  June  9, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  May  8, 1975. 

[seal]  Robert  Smith,  III, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-12900  Filed  6-15-75:8:45  am] 


PADGETT  AGENCY,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Padgett  Agency,  Inc.,  Greenleaf,  Kan¬ 
sas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (1) ) 
to  become  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  91.67  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Citizens  National 
Bank,  Greenleaf,  Kansas.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  ( 12  U.S.C.  1842  (c) ) . 

Padgett  Agency,  Inc.,  Greenleaf,  Kan¬ 
sas,  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to  section 
4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4 
(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y, 
for  permission  to  retain  voting  shares 
of  Padgett  Insurance  Agency,  Greenleaf, 
Kansas.  Notice  of  the  application  was 
published  on  May  1,  1975  in  The  Green¬ 
leaf  Sentinel,  a  newspaper  circulated  in 
Washington  County,  Kansas. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  engage  in  the  activities  of 
a  general  insurance  agency  operating  in 
a  community  with  a  population  of  less 
than  5,000  people.  Such  activities  have 
been  specified  by  the  Board  in  section 
225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
section  225.4(b) . 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at 
the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  this  matter  should  not  be  re¬ 
solved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
May  30, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  May  9,  1975. 

[seal]  Robert  Smith,  HI, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-12901  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


WESTLAND  BANKS,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Westland  Banks,  Inc.,  Lakewood,  Colo¬ 
rado,  a  bank  holding  company  within  the 
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meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)  (3)  to  acquire  100  per¬ 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  Castle  Rock  Na¬ 
tional  Bank,  Castle  Rock,  Colorado,  a 
proposed  new  bank. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  Board  has 
considered  the  application  and  all  com¬ 
ments  received  in  light  of  the  factors  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  ninth  largest  banking 
organization  in  Colorado,  controls  six 
banks  with  aggregate  deposits  of  about 
$73.3  million,  representing  approxi¬ 
mately  1.1  percent  of  the  total  deposits 
in  commercial  banks  in  the  State  of 
Colorado.'  Since  Bank  is  a  proposed  new 
bank,  consummation  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  would  not  immediately  increase 
Applicant’s  share  of  commercial  bank 
deposits  in  the  State  and  therefore 
would  not  immediately  result  in  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  concentration  of  banking 
resources  in  Colorado. 

Bank  is  to  be  located  in  Castle  Rock, 
a  long  established  community  thirty 
miles  south  of  the  central  business  dis¬ 
trict  of  Denver.  Applicant  has  no  cur¬ 
rent  interests  in  the  Castle  Rock  market 
area.2  Since  Bank  is  a  new  bank,  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposal  would  not 
eliminate  any  existing  competition.  Nor 
does  it  appear  that  the  transaction 
would  have  adverse  effects  on  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  competition  in  the  future. 
Accordingly,  competitive  considerations 
are  regarded  by  the  Board  as  being  con¬ 
sistent  with  approval  of  the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Appli¬ 
cant  and  its  subsidiaries  are  regarded 
as  generally  satisfactory.  Bank,  as  a  pro¬ 
posed  new  bank,  has  no  financial  or 
operating  history;  however,  its  prospects 
as  a  subsidiary  of  Applicant  appear 
favorable.  These  considerations  relating 
to  the  banking  factors  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application. 

The  addition  of  a  new  banking  alter¬ 
native  to  the  Castle  Rock  area  should 
provide  greater  banking  convenience  for 
the  residents  of  the  area.  Therefore, 
considerations  relating  to  the  conven¬ 
ience  and  needs  of  the  community  to  be 
served  lend  weight  toward  approval  of 
the  application.  It  is  the  Board’s  judg¬ 
ment  that  the  proposed  acquisition  would 
be  in  the  public  interest  and  that  the 
application  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 


1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30.  1974, 
and  reflect  bank  bolding  company  forma¬ 
tions  and  acquisitions  approved  through 
November  30, 1974. 

*The  Castle  Rock  market  area  Is  defined 
as  Douglas  County  and  the  western  portion 
of  Elbert  County. 


be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  cal¬ 
endar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  after  that  date,  and  (c)  Castle 
Rock  National  Bank,  Castle  Rock,  Colo¬ 
rado,  shall  be  opened  for  business  not 
later  than  six  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  Order.  Each  of  the  periods 
described  in  (b)  and  (c)  may  be  ex¬ 
tended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board  or 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City  pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,’ 
effective  May  7, 1975. 

f  sealI  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

| FR  Doc.75-12902  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 


WESTLAND  BANKS,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Westland  Banks,  Inc.,  Lakewood,  Colo¬ 
rado.  a  bank  holding  company  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  Gunbarrel  Na¬ 
tional  Bank,  Boulder,  Colorado,  a  pro¬ 
posed  new  bank. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  Board  has 
considered  the  application  and  all  com¬ 
ments  received,  including  those  submit¬ 
ted  on  behalf  of  Bank  of  Boulder,  Boul¬ 
der,  Colorado  (“Protestant”) ,  in  light  of 
the  factors  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  ninth  largest  banking 
organization  in  Colorado,  controls  six 
banks  with  aggregate  deposits  of  about 
$73.3  million,  representing  approximately 
1.1  per  cent  of  the  total  deposits  in  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  the  State  of  Colorado.' 
Since  Bank  is  a  proposed  new  bank,  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposed  acquisition 
would  not  immediately  increase  Appli¬ 
cant’s  share  of  commercial  bank  de¬ 
posits  in  the  State. 

Bank  is  to  be  located  in  Gunbarrel, 
a  suburban  area  three  miles  northeast 
of  Boulder,  Colorado.*  Applicant  is  the 
eighth  largest  banking  organization  in 
the  Boulder  banking  market  (the  rele¬ 
vant  market) ,  with  two  subsidiary  banks 
controlling  about  2.4  per  cent  of  the  total 
market  deposits.’  Since  Bank  is  a  new 


‘Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Mitchell,  Sheehan,  Bucher, 
Holland,  and  Walllch.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Governor  Coldwell. 

1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1974, 
and  reflect  bank  holding  company  forma¬ 
tions  and  acquisitions  approved  through 
November  30, 1974. 

1  The  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  has 
granted  preliminary  charter  approval  for 
Bank. 


bank,  consummation  of  the  proposal 
would  not  eliminate  any  existing  com¬ 
petition.  Nor  does  it  appear  that  the 
transaction  would  have  adverse  effects 
on  the  development  of  competition  in 
the  future.  Accordingly,  competitive  con¬ 
siderations  are  regarded  by  the  Board  as 
being  consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Appli- 
capt  and  its  subsidiaries  are  regarded  as 
generally  satisfactory.  Bank,  as  a  pro¬ 
posed  new  bank,  has  no  financial  or 
operating  history:  however,  its  future 
prospects  as  a  subsidiary  of  Applicant 
appear  favorable.  These  considerations 
relating  to  the  banking  factors  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  approval  of  the  application. 

In  its  consideration  of  the  subject  ap¬ 
plication,  the  Board  has  considered  the 
comments  submitted  on  behalf  of  Pro¬ 
testant,  a  bank  located  3.8  miles  from 
the  proposed  site  of  Bank.  Protestant, 
the  ninth  largest  bank  in  the  market, 
contends  generally  that  the  economy  of 
the  area  to  be  served  by  Bank  will  not 
support  an  additional  bank  and,  since 
the  proposed  service  area  of  Bank  is  sub¬ 
stantially  similar  to  that  served  by  Pro¬ 
testant,  the  establishment  of  Bank  would 
have  an  adverse  impact  on  Protestant. 
The  Board  is  of  the  view  that  the  record, 
including  the  submissions  by  Protestant, 
does  not  warrant  denial  of  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

The  Boulder  market  area  has  been  one 
of  the  fastest  growing  areas  in  the  State, 
as  reflected  in  a  population  growth  of 
about  78  per  cent  during  the  past  decade. 
Moreover,  based  on  projections,  it  is  rea¬ 
sonable  to  conclude  that  the  area’s  pop¬ 
ulation  growth  will  continue  to  surpass 
the  rate  of  growth  for  the  State  as  a 
whole.  While  the  level  of  economic  ac¬ 
tivity  in  the  area  may  have  slowed  re¬ 
cently,  the  Board  is  of  the  view  that  the 
population  and  the  prospects  for  growth 
in  the  area  are  favorable  and  indicate 
that  the  market  could  support  an  addi¬ 
tional  banking  alternative.  Furthermore, 
although  the  introduction  of  a  new  bank 
into  the  market  may  moderate  Protes¬ 
tant’s  rate  of  growth,  the  Board  is  unable 
to  conclude  that  the  establishment  of 
Bank  by  Applicant,  which  does  not  oc¬ 
cupy  a  significant  position  in  the  market, 
would  have  an  adverse  impact  on  Pro¬ 
testant’s  overall  prospects. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  appears  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  result  in  benefits  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  community. 
At  the  present  time,  there  are  no  banks 
in  the  city  of  Gunbarrel,  and  the  area  to 
be  served  by  Bank  contains  approxi¬ 
mately  100  businesses.  This  proposal 
would  result  in  an  additional  and  a  more 
convenient  source  of  full  banking  serv¬ 
ices  to  the  businesses  and  residents  of 
the  area.  Accordingly,  the  Board  con¬ 
cludes  that  convenience  and  needs  con¬ 
siderations  lend  weight  toward  approval 


•The  Boulder  market  area  Is  defined  as 
Boulder  County  excluding  the  Broomfield 
area  and  Including  the  Erie  area  in  the 
southwestern  comer  of  Weld  County. 
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of  the  application.  It  is  the  Board’s  judg¬ 
ment  that  the  proposed  acquisition  woulu 
be  in  the  public  interest  and  that  the 
application  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calen¬ 
dar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  that  date,  and  (c)  Gunbarrel  Na¬ 
tional  Bank,  Boulder,  Colorado,  shall  be 
opened  for  business  not  later  than  six 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order.  Each  of  the  periods  described  in 
(b)  and  (c>  may  be  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,4 
effective  May  7, 1975. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-12903  Filed  5-1 5-75; 8: 45  am] 


WILLARD  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Willard  Bancshares,  Inc.,  North  St. 
Paul,  Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  through  acquisition  of 
86  per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
State  Bank  of  North  St.  Paul,  North  St. 
Paul,  Minnesota.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  June  4,  1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  May  7, 1975. 

[seal]  Robert  Smith,  III, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-12904  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

LINE  OF  BUSINESS  REPORTING 
PROGRAM 

Confidentiality  Rules  and  Procedures  for 
the  1974  Reporting  Year 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  has  approved 
and  adopted  certain  rules  and  proce¬ 
dures  hereinafter  set  forth  prescribing 
the  confidential  handling  and  use  of  re¬ 
ports  to  be  filed  by  companies  pursuant 
to  an  Order  to  File  Special  Report  under 


‘Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Mitchell,  Sheehan,  Bucher, 
Holland,  and  Wallich.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Governor  Coldwell. 


the  Line  of  Business  Program.  The  rules 
and  procedures  shall  apply  to  reports 
relating  to  the  1974  reporting  year.  They 
do  not  apply  to  reports  relating  to  the 
1973  reporting  year  the  confidentiality 
of  which  are  governed  by  the  Rules  and 
Procedures  for  the  Use  of  Confidential 
Individual  Company  Data  Collected 
Under  the  FTC’s  Line  of  Business  Report 
Program  issued  in  connection  with  the 
Commission’s  Resolution  Requiring  An¬ 
nual  Line  of  Business  Reports  from  Cor¬ 
porations,  dated  August  2, 1974,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1974  (39  FR  30970) . 

Definitions :  For  purposes  of  these 
Rules  and  Procedures,  the  following 
definitions  apply: 

“LB  Report”  means  a  report  filed  by 
a  company  pursuant  to  an  Order  to  File 
Special  Report  under  the  Line  of  Busi¬ 
ness  (LB)  Program. 

“Reporting  Company”  means  a  com¬ 
pany  ordered  to  file  an  LB  Report. 

Confidentiality  of  LB  Reports  With 
Respect  to  Persons  Outside  the  Commis¬ 
sion:  Pub.  L.  93-563,  which  provides  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1975,  states  in  part 
that: 

No  part  of  these  funds  may  be  used  to 
pay  the  salary  of  any  employee,  including 
Commissioners,  of  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  who — 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  permits  anyone  other  than  6worn  of¬ 
ficers  and  employees  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  to  examine  the  line-of-business 
reports  from  individual  firms. 

The  Commission  interprets  this  provi¬ 
sion  as  prohibiting  disclosure  of  LB  Re¬ 
ports  to  any  person  outside  the  Commis¬ 
sion  including  Congress,  parties  in  court 
proceedings,  governmental  agencies  and 
members  of  the  public  so  long  as  the 
provision  remains  in  substantially  simi¬ 
lar  provision  in  effect.  Accordingly,  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  this  provision  or  a  sub¬ 
stantially  similar  provision  in  subsequent 
appropriations  acts  for  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  remains  in  effect,  LB  Re¬ 
ports  will  not  be  disclosed  to  any  person 
outside  the  Commission  except  pursuant 
to  a  superseding  act  of  Congress:  or  pur¬ 
suant  to  an  order  of  a  court  but  only  after 
a  motion  by  the  Commission  to  quash  and 
for  a  protective  order  have  been  disposed 
of  by  the  court.  In  the  event  that  the 
Commission  receives  a  subpoena  for  an 
LB  Report,  it  will  promptly  notify  the 
Reporting  Company. 

Under  section  10  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  Commission  who  shall  make  pub¬ 
lic  any  information  obtained  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  without  its  authority,  unless  di¬ 
rected  by  a  court,  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof,  may  be  punished  by  a  fine  not 
exceeding  five  thousand  dollars  ($5,000) 
or  by  imprisonment  not  exceeding  one 
year,  or  by  fine  and  imprisonment,  in 
the  discretion  of  the  court. 

Confidentiality  of  LB  Reports  Within 
the  Commission:  Access  to  and  use  of 
LB  Reports  writhin  the  Commission  shall 
be  restricted  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  and 


persons  authorized  to  have  access  there¬ 
to  and  use  thereof  shall  not  release  any 
LB  Report,  or  in  any  way  provide  access 
thereto,  to  anyone  not  authorized  to 
have  access.  LB  Reports  shall  be  used 
to  compile  statistical  and  other  eco¬ 
nomic  reports  authorized  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  latter  reports  may  be  uti¬ 
lized  in  connection  with  any  Commis¬ 
sion  investigation  or  proceeding  for 
carrying  out  specific  law  enforcement 
responsibilities  of  the  Commission.  How¬ 
ever,  they  shall  not  be  compiled  in  such 
a  way  that  LB  data  furnished  by  a  par¬ 
ticular  Reporting  Company  can  be  iden¬ 
tified.  LB  Reports  shall  not  be  made 
available  to  any  person  within  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  use  in  connection  with  any 
Commission  investigation  or  proceeding 
for  carrying  out  specific  law  enforce¬ 
ment  responsibilities  of  the  Commission. 
However,  this  restriction  shall  not  limit 
the  authority  of  the  Commission  to  re¬ 
quire  by  subpoena  or  other  compulsory 
process  the  production  of  any  informa¬ 
tion  or  data  from  any  source  outside  the 
Commission  for  use  in  connection  with 
an  investigation  or  proceeding  for  carry¬ 
ing  out  specific  law  enforcement  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  the  Commission. 

Except  as  hereinafter  provided,  access 
to  and  use  of  LB  Reports  within  the 
Commission  shall  be  restricted  to  the 
Division  of  Financial  Statistics,  Bureau 
of  Economics;  the  Statistical  Reports 
Unit  of  the  Economic  Research  and 
Services  Section,  Bureau  of  Economics; 
and  the  Division  of  Management  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

The  Division  of  Financial  Statistics 
plans,  develops  and  prepares  for  publica¬ 
tion  statistical  and  other  economic  re¬ 
ports  such  as  the  Quarterly  Financial 
Report  and  the  Annual  Line  of  Business 
Report.  The  Division  shall  have  access 
to  and  use  of  LB  Reports  for  planning, 
developing  and  preparing  such  statistical 
and  economic  reports.  Procedures  suffi¬ 
cient  to  assure  that  LB  data  furnished 
by  a  particular  Reporting  Company  can¬ 
not  be  identified  shall  be  developed  and 
implemented  by  that  Division  in  con¬ 
nection  with  each  statistical  or  other 
economic  report  to  be  published  which 
is  derived  from  LB  data.  With  respect 
to  each  such  report,  the  Assistant  Direc¬ 
tor  for  Financial  Statistics  shall  certify 
to  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Economics, 
that  he  has  reviewed  and  approved  the 
procedures  applied  thereto. 

The  Statistical  Reports  Unit  of  the 
Economic  Research  and  Services  Sec¬ 
tion,  Bureau  of  Economics,  plans,  de¬ 
velops  and  prepares  for  publication  re¬ 
ports  such  as  merger  statistical  reports, 
annual  statistics  on  aggregate  concen¬ 
tration  and  other  statistical  and  eco¬ 
nomic  reports  authorized  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Unit  shall  have  access  to 
and  use  of  LB  Reports  for  planning,  de¬ 
veloping  or  preparing  such  statistical 
and  economic  reports.  Publication  of  any 
report  which  is  derived  from  LB  data 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  a  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  Assistant  Director  for  Finan¬ 
cial  Statistics  that  the  procedures  ap¬ 
plied  therein  are  sufficient  to  assure  that 
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LB  data  furnished  by  a  particular  Re¬ 
porting  Company  cannot  be  identified, 
and  certification  of  his  determination  to 
the  Director,  Bureau  of  Economics. 

The  Division  of  Management  shall  have 
access  to  LB  Reports  but  only  during 
and  for  the  purpose  of  electronic  process¬ 
ing  of  information  and  data  contained 
in  LB  Reports.  The  Division  may  employ 
the  services  of  an  outside  computer  facil¬ 
ity  for  purposes  of  computer  processing 
of  LB  data  subject  to  the  restriction  that 
no  one  other  than  authorized  employees 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  may 
examine  the  LB  Reports  from  individ¬ 
ual  Reporting  Companies. 

Employees  of  the  Division  of  Financial 
Statistics  and  the  Statistical  Reports 
Unit  of  the  Economic  Research  and  Serv¬ 
ices  Section,  while  assigned  to  either  of 
these  units,  shall  not  participate  in  any 
Commission  investigation  or  proceeding 
for  carrying  out  specific  law  enforcement 
responsibilities  of  the  Commission.  Any 
employee  who  transfers  into  or  out  of 
either  of  these  units  shall  be  formally 
notified  in  writing  that  he  is  subject  to 
these  Rules  and  Procedures  and  to  sec¬ 
tion  10  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act. 

The  Director,  Bureau  of  Economics, 
shall  not  have  access  to  LB  Reports.  He 
shall,  however,  have  supervisory  respon¬ 
sibility  and  authority  with  respect  to  the 
Division  of  Financial  Statistics  and  the 
Statistical  Reports  Unit  of  the  Economic 
Research  and  Services  Section.  Such  re¬ 
sponsibility  and  authority  shall  include 
approving  any  reports  prepared  by  them, 
making  recommendations  with  respect  to 
the  preparation  of  such  reports,  and  ex¬ 
ercising  any  other  supervisory  control  not 
requiring  access  to  LB  Reports. 

Upon  notification  to  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel  by  the  Assistant  Director  for  Finan¬ 
cial  Statistics  that  a  Reporting  Company 
has  failed  adequately  to  comply  with  an 
Order  to  File  Special  Report  under  the 
LB  Program,  the  following  additional 
Commission  officers  and  employees  shall 
have  access  to  such  parts  of  that  com¬ 
pany’s  LB  Report  required  to  evaluate 
the  noncompliance  and  to  advise  and 
represent  the  Commission  with  respect 
to  any  proceeding  initiated  because  of  a 
refusal  or  failure  of  the  Reporting  Com¬ 
pany  to  file  an  adequate  LB  Report:  the 
General  Counsel  and  his  staff  and  the 
Commissioners  and  their  assistants. 

Security  of  LB  Reports:  All  Commis¬ 
sion  members  and  employees  authorized 
to  have  access  to  and  use  of  LB  Reports 
as  hereinbefore  provided  shall,  while  in 
possession  of  any  such  material,  be  per¬ 
sonally  responsible  for  ensuring  that  un¬ 
authorized  personnel  do  not  obtain  ac¬ 
cess  to  such  material  and  for  observing 
the  following  procedures: 

1.  All  LB  Reports  and  reproductions 
of  LB  data  from  individual  Reporting 
Companies  (such  as  tabulations,  punch 
cards,  tapes  or  printouts,  etc.)  shaU  be 
conspicuously  marked  “Confidential”. 

2.  All  rooms  containing  LB  Reports 
and  reproductions  of  LB  data  from  in¬ 
dividual  Reporting  Companies  shall  be 
locked  except  when  occupied. 


3.  All  LB  Reports  and  reproductions  of 
LB  data  from  individual  Reporting  Com¬ 
panies  shall  be  stored  in  locked  drawers, 
files  or  cabinets  except  when  being  used. 

4.  All  LB  Reports  and  reproductions  of 
LB  data  from  individual  Reporting  Com¬ 
panies  shall  be  returned  to  the  Division 
of  Financial  Statistics  immediately  after 
any  authorized  use  of  such  material  is  no 
longer  required. 

Limitations:  The  Rules  and  Proce¬ 
dures  set  forth  above  shall  not  apply  to : 

( 1 )  disclosure  to  a  court  of  an  LB  Re¬ 
port  of  a  Reporting  Company  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  a  proceeding  initiated  because 
of  a  refusal  or  failure  of  that  company 
to  file  an  adequate  LB  Report; 

(2)  the  identity  of  a  Reporting  Com¬ 
pany; 

(3)  information  or  data  furnished  by 
a  Reporting  Company  in  a  context  other 
than  an  LB  Report  (e.g.,  a  motion  to 
quash  or  other  motion  challenging  an 
Order  to  File  Special  Report  under  the 
LB  program) ;  such  information  or  data 
shall  be  treated  as  confidential  pursuant 
to  §§  4.10-4.11  of  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
cedures  and  rules  of  practice  only  upon 
request  with  a  showing  of  justification 
therefor,  and  a  determination  by  the 
Commission,  with  due  regard  to  statu¬ 
tory  restrictions,  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
cedures  and  rules  of  practice  and  the 
public  interest,  that  such  information  or 
data  should  not  be  made  public; 

(4)  information  or  data  which  (a) 
are  in  the  public  domain,  (b)  enter  the 
public  domain  from  a  source  other  than 
the  Commission  or  its  employees,  (c) 
were  in  the  Commission’s  possession 
prior  to  transmission  to  the  Commission 
in  an  LB  Report,  or  (d)  are  supplied  to 
the  Commission  or  its  employees  by  a 
third  party  lawfully  in  possession  there¬ 
of;  or 

(5)  information  or  data  which  are  sup¬ 
plied  to  the  Commission  in  response  to 
a  compulsory  process  order  other  than 
an  Order  to  File  Special  Report  under 
the  LB  Program.  By  direction  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated:  May  13,  1975. 

[seal!  Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-13068  Piled  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


LINE  OF  BUSINESS  REPORTING 
PROGRAM 

Proposed  LB  Reporting  Form  and  Related 
Materials  for  Use  in  Collection  of  1974 
Data 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  16,  1975  (40  FR  17081) 
and  April  18,  1975  (40  FR  17348)  that 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  will  hold 
a  public  hearing  on  May  20,  1975,  for 
the  purpose  of  receiving  oral  comments 
on  its  proposed  FTC  Form  LB  to  be  used 
for  the  collection  of  line  of  business  data 
for  the  1974  reporting  year.  Interested 
persons  were  directed  to  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  not  later  than  May  9,  1975,  if 
they  wished  to  present  oral  comments. 

The  hearing  will  commence  at  9:30 
a.m.  It  will  be  held  in  Room  532  at  the 


FTC  building,  6th  and  Pennsylvania 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Room 
432  will  be  used  as  an  overflow  area,  if 
needed. 

The  transcript  of  the  hearing  and  any 
written  comments  on  the  proposed  Form 
LB  and  related  materials  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  at  the  Division  of  Legal  and  Public 
Records,  Room  130,  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Issued:  May  13, 1975. 

[seal]  Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc.75-13069  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  was  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  May  9,  1975.  See  44  U.S.C.  3512 
(c)  &  (d).  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
inform  the  public  of  such  receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the 
request  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
FTC  form  are  invited  from  all  interested 
persons,  organizations,  public  interest 
groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  limited  amount  of  time  GAO  has 
to  review  the  proposed  form,  comments 
(in  triplicate)  must  be  received  on  or 
before  June  3,  1975,  and  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Mr.  Monte  Canfield,  Jr., 
Director,  Office  of  Special  Programs, 
United  States  General  Accounting  Office, 
425  I  Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Of¬ 
ficer,  202-376-5425. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

Request  for  review  and  clearance  of  an 
extension  (no  change)  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission’s  “Pre-Merger  Noti¬ 
fication  Program”.  The  special  report 
form  provides  for  compulsory  Pre-Noti¬ 
fication  and  filing  of  Special  Reports 
whenever  a  company  acquires  a  manu¬ 
facturing  company  with  sales  or  assets 
of  $10  million  or  more  and  the  combined 
sales  or  assets  exceed  $250  million,  or 
when  a  company  acquires  a  nonmanu¬ 
facturing  company  with  assets  of  $10 
million  or  more  and  the  combined  assets 
exceed  $250  million.  Special  Report  forms 
are  sent  to  all  potential  acquiring  com¬ 
panies  and  are  mandatory  pursuant  to 
FTC  Act  Section  6(b) .  The  estimated  re¬ 
spondent  burden  is  50  hours  per  response. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-12928  Piled  5-15-75;8:45  am] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Regulatory  Reports  Review  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  was  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  May  12, 1975.  See  44  U.S.C.  3512 
(c)  &  (d).  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
inform  the  public  of  such  receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the 
request  received ;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with  which 
the  Information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
NRC  form  are  invited  from  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  organizations,  public  in¬ 
terest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amount  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed  form, 
comments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  June  3,  1975,  and 
should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  Monte  Can- 
field,  Jr.,  Director,  Office  of  Special  Pro¬ 
grams,  United  States  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office,  425  I  Street,  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  Information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Of¬ 
ficer,  202-376-5425. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

Request  for  clearance  of  a  voluntary 
single-time  survey  of  NRC  and  Agree¬ 
ment  State  medical  licensees  who  are 
authorized  to  use  nuclear  pacemakers, 
and  a  number  of  physicians  who  are  ex¬ 
perts  in  the  field  of  cardiac  pacing  but 
who  are  not  users  of  nuclear  pacemakers, 
to  gather  information  regarding  the  need 
for,  the  choice  of,  long-lived  nuclear  and 
nonnuclear  powered  cardiac  pacemakers. 
The  potential  respondents  are  approxi¬ 
mately  200  medical  institutions  and 
physicians,  and  respondent  burden  is  es¬ 
timated  at  one  hour  per  respondent. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-12929  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am) 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

FREEDOM  OF  INFORMATION  ACT 
Regulations 

At  its  meeting  on  May  1,  1975,  the 
National  Capital  Planning  Commission 
adopted  the  following  regulations: 

I.  Introduction.  The  following  regula¬ 
tions  implement  the  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act,  as  amended,  5  U.S.C.  552 
(hereinafter  the  “Act”),  and  provide 
procedures  by  which  information  may 
be  obtained  from  the  National  Capital 
Planning  Commission  (hereinafter  the 
“Commission’').  Official  records  made 
available  pursuant  to  the  Act  shall  be 
furnished  to  members  of  the  public  as 
prescribed  herein. 

EL  Organization.  The  Commission  is 
the  central  planning  agency  for  the  Fed¬ 


eral  Government  in  the  National  Capital. 
The  Commission  is  composed  of  (1)  ex- 
officio,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Administrator 
of  the  General  Services  Administration, 
the  Mayor  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Council  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committees  on  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives,  or  their  alternates,  and 
(2)  five  citizens,  three  of  whom  are  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President,  and  two  of 
whom  are  appointed  by  the  Mayor  of  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

The  Commission  is  assisted  by  a  staff 
headed  by  an  Executive  Director.  The 
staff  is  organized  functionally  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(1)  Current  Planning  and  Programming 

(2)  Long  Range  Planning  and  Regional 
Affairs 

(3)  Legal  Services/Commission  Secre¬ 
tariat 

(4)  Administrative  Services 

(5)  Public  Affairs 

m.  Public  access  to  information.  A. 
General  policy.  It  is  the  Commission’s 
general  policy  to  facilitate  the  broadest 
possible  availability  and  dissemination 
of  information  to  the  public.  The  Com¬ 
mission’s  staff  is  available  to  assist  the 
public  in  obtaining  information  formally 
by  using  the  procedures  herein  or  in¬ 
formally  by  discussions  with  the  staff. 
The  Commission’s  staff  may,  therefore, 
continue  to  furnish  informally  to  the 
public  information  which,  prior  to  the 
amendments  to  the  Act  contained  in  Pub. 
L.  93-502,  enacted  November  21,  1974, 
was  customarily  furnished  in  the  regular 
performance  of  their  duties,  provided  the 
staff  do  so  in  a  manner  not  inconsistent 
with  these  regulations.  In  addition,  to 
the  extent  permitted  by  other  laws,  the 
Commission  will  make  available  records 
which  it  is  authorized  to  withhold  under 
the  Act  when  it  determines  that  such 
disclosure  is  in  the  public  interest. 

B.  Established  place  of  obtaining  in¬ 
formation.  Information  may  be  obtained 
only  from  the  Commission’s  offices, 
which  are  located  at  1325  G  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20576.  Its  official  hours 
are  8:30  am.  to  5  pm.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  legal  holidays. 

C.  Information  sources  within  the 
commission.  Requests  for  Commission 
publications  offered  for  sale  or  informal 
requests  for  general  information  on  the 
Commission  should  be  directed  to  the 
Office  of  Public  Affairs.  All  formal  re¬ 
quests  for  agency  records  pursuant  to 
the  Act  must  be  directed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  Secretary.  Any  request  directed  ini¬ 
tially  to  the  wrong  information  source 
will  be  correctly  routed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  staff  and  the  requesting  party  will 
be  so  notified.  The  ten-day  time  period 
within  which  the  Commission  is  required 
to  determine  whether  to  comply  with  a 
request  shall  not  begin  to  run  until  the 
request  reaches,  or  with  the  exercise  of 
due  diligence  should  have  reached,  the 
appropriate  information  source. 

D.  Information  routinely  available. 
The  following  types  of  information  shall 


be  routinely  available  (subject  to  the 
fee  schedule,  infra)  for  public  dissemi¬ 
nation  without  recourse  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  formal  information  request  proce¬ 
dures  unless  such  Information  falls  with¬ 
in  one  of  the  exemptions  to  agency  dis¬ 
closure  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b) : 

1.  Correspondence  between  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  the  public; 

2.  Executive  Director's  Recommendations; 

3.  Committee  Reports; 

4.  Commission  Memorandums  of  Actions; 
and 

5.  Maps. 

Requests  for  information,  other  than 
maps,  shall  be  directed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  Secretary;  map  requests  shall  be  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Office  of  Public  Affairs. 

E.  Formal  requests  for  information. 
All  formal  requests  for  information  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  shall  be  made  in  writing 
to  the  Commission  Secretary.  To  expe- 
diate  internal  handling  of  such  requests, 
the  words  “Freedom  of  Information  Re¬ 
quest”  shall  appear  on  the  face  of  the 
envelope  bearing  such  request.  The  re¬ 
quest  shall  state  that  the  request  is  made 
pursuant  to  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act;  shall  reasonably  describe  the  infor¬ 
mation  sought,  including  the  date  the 
Commission  received  or  produced  the  re¬ 
quested  information,  if  known;  shall 
state,  pursuant  to  the  fee  schedule  set 
forth  infra,  the  maximum  fee  the  party 
making  the  request  would  be  willing  to 
pay  for  the  duplication  of  the  requested 
records  without  further  approval;  and 
shall,  if  possible,  provide  a  telephone 
number  at  which  the  requesting  party 
can  be  contacted  to  facilitate  handling 
of  the  request. 

F.  Commission  response  to  formal  re¬ 
quests.  The  Commission  Secretary,  upon 
request  for  information  made  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  these  regulations,  shall  deter¬ 
mine  within  ten  days  (excepting  Satur¬ 
days,  Sundays,  and  legal  holidays)  after 
the  receipt  of  any  such  request  whether 
to  comply  with  such  request  and  shall 
immediately  notify  the  person  making 
such  request  of  such  determination  and 
the  reasons  therefor  and  of  the  right  of 
such  person  to  appeal  to  the  head  of  the 
agency  any  adverse  determination.  In 
unusual  circumstances  as  specified  infra, 
the  ten-day  time  limit  may  be  extended 
by  written  notice  to  the  person  making 
the  request  setting  forth  the  reasons  for 
such  extension  and  the  date  on  which  a 
determination  is  expected  to  be  dis¬ 
patched.  No  such  notice  shall  specify  a 
date  that  would  result  in  an  extension  for 
more  than  ten  working  days.  As  used  in 
this  paragraph,  “unusual  circumstances” 
means,  but  only  to  the  extent  reasonably 
necessary  to  the  proper  processing  of  the 
particular  request: 

1.  the  need  to  search  for  and  collect 
the  requested  records  from  establish¬ 
ments  that  are  separate  from  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  offices; 

2.  the  need  to  search  for,  collect,  and 
appropriately  examine  a  voluminous 
amount  of  separate  and  distinct  records 
which  are  demanded  in  a  single  request; 
or 
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3.  the  need  for  consultation,  which 
shall  be  conducted  with  all  practicable 
speed,  with  another  agency  having  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  determination  of 
the  request  or  among  two  or  more  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  agency  having  substantial 
subject  matter  interest  therein. 

Q.  Determination  to  grant  request.  If 
the  Commission  Secretary  makes  a  deter¬ 
mination  to  grant  a  request  in  whole  or 
in  part,  the  person  making  such  request 
will  be  so  notified  in  writing.  The  notice 
shall  also  include  a  description  of  the 
information  to  be  made  available,  a 
statement  of  the  time  when  and  the  place 
where  such  information  may  be  inspected 
or,  alternatively,  the  procedure  for  dupli¬ 
cation  and  delivery  (by  mail  or  other 
means)  of  the  information  to  the  re¬ 
questing  party  and  a  statement  of  the 
votal  fees  chargeable  to  the  requesting 
person  pursuant  to  the  fee  schedule  infra. 

H.  Determination  to  deny  request- 
appeal  procedure.  If  the  Commission  Sec¬ 
retary  makes  a  determination  to  deny, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  a  request  for  infor¬ 
mation,  he  shall  so  notify  the  party  mak¬ 
ing  the  request  in  writing.  Any  appeal  of 
such  determination  shall  be  made  in 
writing  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  shall  include  a  brief  statement 
of  the  legal,  factual,  or  other  basis  for 
the  party’s  objection  to  the  initial  deci¬ 
sion.  The  Chairman  shall,  within  twenty 
days  (excepting  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and 
legal  holidays)  of  the  receipt  of  any  such 
appeal  determine  whether  to  grant  or 
deny  the  appeal  and  shall,  immediately 
upon  making  his  decision,  give  written 
notice  of  the  decision  to  the  party,  in¬ 
cluding  a  brief  statement  of  the  reasons 
therefor. 

I.  Waiver.  Whenever  a  waiver  of  any 
of  the  procedures  set  forth  herein  would 
further  the  purpose  of  the  Act  by  caus¬ 
ing  the  public  disclosure  of  nonconfiden- 
tial  information  within  the  time  period 
required  by  the  Act,  the  Commission 
Secretary  may,  in  the  context  of  indi¬ 
vidual  requests  for  information,  waive 
any  of  the  procedural  requirements 
herein. 

J.  Schedule  of  fees.  The  fees  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  charge  for  the  production  of 
information  pursuant  to  the  Act  is  as 
follows: 

1.  Publications  offered  for  sale — as  marked. 

2.  Commission  reports — $0. 15/page. 

3.  Committee  reports — $0. 15/page. 

4.  Commission  Memorandums  of  Actions — 
$0. 15/page. 

5.  Transcripts  of  Commission  meetings  and 
Committee  meetings — 40.15/page. 

6.  Other  records — $0.15/page. 

7.  Maps — microfilm  printout — $0.50/ each 
ozalid  maps — $0.20/  linear  foot. 

The  Commission  keeps  on  file  a  limited 
quantity  of  back  copies  of  Executive 
Director’s  Recommendations,  Commit¬ 
tee  Reports,  and  Commission  Memo¬ 
randums  of  Actions.  The  Commission  will 
first  attempt  to  fill  specific  requests  for 
these  documents  from  its  supply  of  back 
copies  and  until  the  supply  is  exhausted, 
the  Commission  will  provide  the  docu¬ 
ments  at  no  charge.  Once  the  supply  is 
exhausted,  the  requested  document  will 
be  provided  in  accord  with  the  fee 
schedule. 


Fees  will  be  waived  when  less  than 
$5.00  or  when  it  is  in  the  public  Interest 
to  do  so.  Such  a  waiver  will  be  in  the 
public  interest,  for  example,  when  in  the 
determination  of  the  Commission  the 
request  will  not  impose  an  undue  burden 
or  expense  upon  it  and  the  request  is 
(1)  from  another  Government  organiza¬ 
tion,  Federal,  State  or  local;  (2)  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  information  pri¬ 
marily  for  the  benefit  of  the  general  pub¬ 
lic  rather  than  for  the  primary  benefit  of 
the  requester,  as  will  be  the  case  with 
certain  requests  from  news  media  and 
from  organizations  engaged  in  a  non¬ 
profit  activity  designed  for  public  safety, 
health,  welfare,  or  education;  (3)  from 
employees  and  former  employees  seek¬ 
ing  information  from  their  own  person¬ 
nel  records;  (4)  from  or  on  behalf  of 
the  defending  party  in  connection  with 
a  proceeding  against  such  party  by  the 
Federal  Government;  and  (5)  from  a 
low-income  person  and  the  fee  would 
Impose  a  financial  hardship. 

K.  Prior  approval  or  advanced  deposit 
of  fees.  1.  Where  the  fees  anticipated  to 
result  from  a  request  are  substantially 
greater  than  the  amount  estimated  in 
the  written  request,  the  persons  request¬ 
ing  the  information  shall  be  immediately 
notified  of  the  estimated  fees  and  his 
approval  of  such  fees  requested.  Such 
person  shall  also  be  afforded  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  revise  his  or  her  request  to 
reduce  the  fees  but  satisfy  his  or  her 
needs  for  information. 

2.  The  Commission  Secretary  may  re¬ 
quire  that  the  person  requesting  infor¬ 
mation  make  an  advance  deposit  of  the 
estimated  fees. 

3.  The  dispatch  of  any  such  request 
for  an  estimated  fee  approval  or  ad¬ 
vance  deposit  shall  suspend,  until  a  reply 
is  received  by  the  Commission  Secre¬ 
tary,  the  period  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552 
and  paragraph  F  supra  within  which  the 
Commission  Secretary  must  respond  to  a 
written  request  for  information. 

L.  Payment  of  fees.  Fees  charged  a 
person  for  the  production  of  information 
must  be  paid  in  full  prior  to  release  of 
the  information.  In  the  event  that  the 
person  is  in  arrears  or  previous  requests 
to  the  Commission  for  information,  no 
information  will  be  provided  for  any  sub¬ 
sequent  requests  until  the  arrears  have 
been  paid  in  full.  Payment  of  fees  shall 
be  made  by  a  personal  check,  postal 
money  order  or  bank  draft  on  a  bank 
in  the  United  States,  made  payable  to 
the  order  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States. 

Daniel  H.  Shear, 
Secretary. 

May  12, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-12830  Filed  5-15-75;  8:45  ami 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No. 50-213) 

CONNECTICUT  YANKEE  ATOMIC 
POWER  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

(the  Commission)  is  considering  issuance 


of  an  amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-61  issued  to  Connecti¬ 
cut  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Company  (the 
licensee),  for  operation  of  the  Haddam 
Neck  Plant  located  in  Middlesex  County, 
Connecticut. 

The  amendment  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Technical  Specifications 
related  to  safety  limits — reactor  core, 
limiting  linear  heat  generation  rate,  and 
power  distribution  monitoring  and  con¬ 
trol  to  account  for  Cycle  VI  fuel  reload 
and  operation  in  accordance  with  the  li¬ 
censee’s  application  dated  May  12,  1975. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  June  10,  1975,  the  licensee  may  file 
a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  with  respect  to  the  issuance 
of  the  amendment  to  the  subject  facil¬ 
ity  operating  license.  Petitions  for  leave 
to  intervene  must  be  filed  under  oath  or 
affirmation  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part  2  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations.  A  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  must  set  forth  the 
interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  how  that  interest  may  be  affected 
by  the  results  of  the  proceeding,  and 
the  petitioner’s  contentions  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  licensing  action.  Such 
petitions  must  be  filed  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  notice  and  §  2.714,  and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  UJS.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Section,  by  the 
above  date.  A  copy  of  the  petition  and/ 
or  request  for  a  hearing  should  be  sent 
to  the  Executive  Legal  Director,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555  and  to  C.  Duane 
Blinn,  Esquire,  Day,  Berry  It  Howard, 
Counselors  at  Law,  One  Constitution 
Plaza,  Hartford,  Connecticut  06103,  the 
attorney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or  as¬ 
pects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  in¬ 
tervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  pe¬ 
titioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions  will  be 
considered  to  determine  whether  a  hear¬ 
ing  should  be  noticed  or  another  appro¬ 
priate  order  issued  regarding  the  dis¬ 
position  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene,  he 
becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
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conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  May  12,  1975,  which  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  and  at 
the  Russell  Library,  119  Broad  Street, 
Middletown,  Connecticut.  The  license 
amendment  and  the  Safety  Evaluation, 
when  issued,  may  be  inspected  at  the 
above  locations  and  a  copy  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
14th  day  of  May,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommiS' 
sion. 


Robert  A.  Purple, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #1,  Division  of  Re¬ 
altor  Licensing. 


[FR  Doc.75-13128  Filed  5-15-75:9:43  ami 


[License  No.  20-02573-043] 

GENERAL  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Byproduct  Material  License 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (NRC)  has,  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  32.26  of  10  CFR  32,  issued 
License  No.  20-02573-04E  to  General 
Electric  Company,  Housewares  Business 
Division,  Homer  Avenue,  Ashland, 
Massachusetts,  which  authorizes  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  Models  8201  and  8202  fire 
detectors  to  persons  exempt  from  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  license  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  30.20. 

1.  The  devices  are  designed  to  detect 
incipient  fires  by  responding  to  the  prod¬ 
ucts  of  combustion  produced  by  thermal 
decomposition  of  building  materials  or 
contents  prior  to  the  appearance  of  visi¬ 
ble  smoke,  flame,  or  appreciable  heat. 
The  sensitive  element  of  each  device  is 
an  ionization  chamber  in  which  air  flow¬ 
ing  into  the  chamber  is  made  conductive 
by  alpha  particles  emitted  by  americium - 
241. 

2.  The  byproduct  material  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  the  measure  chamber  and  ref¬ 
erence  chamber  of  each  device  is 
americium-241  in  the  oxide  form  con¬ 
tained  in  foils  manufactured  by  Nuclear 
Radiation  Developments  (Model  A-001) 
or  by  Amersham/Searle  (Model  AMM 
1001).  The  nominal  total  activity  con¬ 
tained  in  a  unit  is  3.0  microcuries. 

3.  Each  exempt  unit  will  have  a  label 
identifying  the  manufacturer  (General 
Electric  Company)  and  the  byproduct 
material  (americium-241)  contained  in 
the  unit  and  recommending  that  the  unit 
be  returned  to  General  Electric  Company 
for  repair  or  disposal. 

A  copy  of  the  license  and  the  license 
application  containing  additional  infor¬ 
mation  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  May  9, 
1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

.  Bernard  Singer, 
Chief,  Materials  Branch,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Materials  and  Fuel, 
Cycle  Facility  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc .75- 12937  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICES  CORP. 

ET  AL. 

|  Docket  No.  50-305] 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

Wisconsin  Public  Services  Corporation, 
Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Company, 
Madison  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  the  is¬ 
suance  of  an  amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-43  issued  to 
Wisconsin  Public  Services  Corporation 
<the  licensee)  for  operation  of  the  Ke¬ 
waunee  Nuclear  Power  Plant  (the  facil¬ 
ity),  located  in  Kewaunee  County,  Wis¬ 
consin. 

In  accordance  with  the  licensee's  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  license  amendment  dated 
April  1,  1975,  the  amendment  would 
modify  operating  limits  in  the  Technical 
Specifications  based  upon  an  evaluation 
of  ECCS  performance  calculated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  an  acceptable  evaluation 
model  that  conforms  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  in  10 
CFR  50.46.  The  amendment  would  mod¬ 
ify  various  limits  established  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Interim  Ac¬ 
ceptance  Criteria,  and  would,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Kewaunee  Nuclear  Power 
Plant,  terminate  the  further  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  Commission’s  December 
27,  1974  Order  for  Modification  of  Li¬ 
cense,  and  would  impose  instead,  limita¬ 
tions  established  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Acceptance  Criteria  for 
Emergency  Core  Cooling  System  for 
Light  Water  Nuclear  Power  Reactors,  10 
CFR  50.46. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  regulations. 

By  June  16,  1975,  the  licensee  may  file 
a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  with  respect  to  the  issuance 
of  the  amendment  to  the  subject  facility 
operating  license.  Petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  under  oath  or 
affirmation  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part  2  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  A  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  must  set  forth  the 
interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  how  that  interest  may  be  affected  by 
the  results  of  the  proceeding,  and  the 
petitioner’s  contentions  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  licensing  action.  Such  peti¬ 
tions  must  be  filed  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Federal  Register  Notice 


and  §  2.714,  and  must  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section  by  the  above  date.  A  copy 
of  the  petition  and/or  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  should  be  sent  to  the  Chief  Hearing 
Counsel,  Office  of  the  Executive  Legal  Di¬ 
rector,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  to 
Steven  E.  Keane,  Esquire,  Foley,  Sam- 
mond  &  Lardner,  735  North  Water  Street, 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  53202,  the  attor¬ 
ney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or  as¬ 
pects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  in¬ 
tervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  pe¬ 
titioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held 
and  a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene, 
he  becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding 
and  has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in 
the  conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  * 
he  may  present  evidence  and  examine 
and  cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (l)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  April  1,  1975,  and  (2) 
the  Commission’s  Order  for  Modification 
to  License  and  the  documents  referred  to 
in  the  Order  dated  December  27,  1974 
(published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  9,  1975  (40  FR  1781)),  which 
are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  Kewaunee  Public  Library,  314 
Milwaukee  Street,  Kewaunee,  Wisconsin 
54216.  As  they  become  available,  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation 
and  license  amendment  and  any  attach¬ 
ments  may  be  inspected  at  the  above  lo¬ 
cations.  A  copy  of  the  license  amendment 
and  attachments  and  the  Safety  Eval¬ 
uation,  when  available,  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
12th  day  of  May,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  A.  Purple, 
Chief  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #1,  Division  of  Reac¬ 
tor  Licensing. 


[FR  Doc.75-12938  Filed  5-15-75; 8: 45  am] 
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OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  May  13,  1975  (44  U.S.C. 
3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list 
in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number  (s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents  to 
the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be  ap¬ 
proved  after  brief  notice  thru  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  dally  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Research  Questionnaire  on  Family  Psychol¬ 
ogy,  VA  10-68,  on  occasion,  veterans,  Reese, 
B.  F.,  395-6630. 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

402  Survey,  single-time,  recipients  of  EOL 
assistance,  Lowry,  R.  L.  395-3772. 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

New  Product  Opportunity  Survey — Medical 
Device,  single-time,  biomedical  instrument 
manufacturers,  science,  space  and  energy 
technology;  Eisinger,  395-6827. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service,  1975  Survey  of 
Auction  Market — Mississippi,  single-time, 
livestock  auctions,  Lowry,  R.  L„  395-3772. 
Economic  Research  Service,  Reporting  Con¬ 
tract  Terms  for  Processing  Fruits  and 
Vegetables  (Pilot  Study),  single-time,  bar¬ 
gaining  association,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND 
WELFARE 

Health  Resources  Administration; 

Mississippi  Dental  Association  Dental  Man¬ 
power  Shortage  Area  Study,  BHRD  0429, 
single-time,  dentists  practicing  In  Miss., 
Collins,  L.,  395-3756. 

Revisions 

Research  In  Emergency  Medical  Services 
Systems,  Northeastern  Kentucky, 
HRABHSR1 126,  single-time,  households, 
Human  Resources  Division,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3532. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service,  Investigation 
of  Salmonella  and  Arizona  Isolations  In 
Poultry,  NPIP  80,  on  oocasion,  stats  poul¬ 
try  inspectors,  Marsha  Traynham,  895- 
4529. 


Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration: 

Maintenance,  Preventive  Maintenance,  Re¬ 
building,  and  Alteration,  FAR-PT43,  on 
occasion,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4629. 

Malfunction  or  Defects  Report — Other 
Than  Scheduled,  Air  Carrier,  FAA  8330-2, 
on  occasion,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

Application  for  Agency  Certificate  and  Rat¬ 
ing  and  Inspection  Report,  FAA  8420-5, 
on  occasion,  Marsha  Traynham,  395- 
4529. 

Reappointment  as  Aviation  Medical  Ex¬ 
aminer — Including  AME  Identification 
Card  (Application),  FAA  8520-1,  an¬ 
nually,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

Application  for  Aviation  Maintenance 
Technician  School  Certificate,  FAA  8310- 
6,  on  occasion,  Marsha  Traynham,  395- 
4529. 

Operations  Specifications  En  route  Flight 
Procedure,  FAA  8400-1,  on  occasion, 
Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 

Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.75-13114  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am| 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  34-114101 

DETROIT,  CINCINNATI  AND  BOSTON 
STOCK  EXCHANGES 

Amended  Special  Offering  Plans  Declared 
Effective 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  has  announced  that  it  has  de¬ 
clared  effective  amended  Special  Offer¬ 
ing  Plans  filed  by  the  Detroit  (“D6E”), 
Boston  (“BSE’')  and  Cincinnati 
(“CSE”)  Stock  Exchanges  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  rule  10b-2(d)  (17  CFR 
240.10b-2(d) )  under  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934. 

The  Special  Offering  Plans  of  the  DSE, 
BSE,  CSE  provide  for  the  sale  of  the 
block  of  a  listed  security  on  those  ex¬ 
changes  at  a  fixed  price  under  certain 
conditions  when  the  exchange  cannot  ab¬ 
sorb  the  block  within  a  reasonable  time 
and  at  a  reasonable  price  or  prices.  The 
Plans  contain  certain  anti -manipulative 
controls  and  require  members,  member 
firms  and  member  corporations  to  make 
certain  disclosures  concerning  the  offer¬ 
ing  to  persons  whose  orders  are  solicited. 

The  amendments  to  these  Special 
Offering  Plans  were  proposed  to  conform 
them  to  the  requirements  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  rule  19b-3.  Under 
rule  19b-3,  national  securities  exchanges 
may  not  after  May  1,  1975,  adopt  or  re¬ 
tain  any  rule  that  requires,  or  otherwise, 
directly  or  indirectly,  require,  their  mem¬ 
bers,  or  any  person  associated  with  their 
members,  to  charge  any  person  any  fixed 
rate  of  commission  (other  than  commis¬ 
sions  for  floor  brokerage  for  members) 
for  transactions  effected  on,  or  effected 
by  the  use  of  the  facilities  of,  exchanges. 

The  text  of  the  Commission’s  action 
follows: 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commls- 
Blon  acting  pursuant  to  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1834,  particularly  Sections  10 
(b)  and  23(a)  thereof  and  Rule  10b-2(d) 
(17  CFR  240.10b-2(d) )  thereunder,  deeming 


It  necessary  for  the  exercise  of  the  func¬ 
tions  vested  in  It,  and  having  due  regard  for 
the  public  Interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
Investors,  hereby  declares  effective  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Offering  Plan  of  the  Detroit  Stock  Ex¬ 
change,  as  amended  by  amendments  filed  on 
AprU  25.  1975,  the  Special  Offering  Plan 
of  the  Boston  Stock  Exchange,  as  amended 
by  amendments  filed  on  April  2,  1975,  and 
the  Special  Offering  Plan  of  the  Cincinnati 
Stock  Exchange,  as  amended  by  amendments 
filed  on  April  9,  1975,  on  the  condition  that 
If  at  any  tim*  it  appears  to  the  Commission 
to  be  necessary  or  appropriate  In  the  public 
Interest  or  for  the  protection  of  Investors 
so  to  do,  the  Commission  may'  suspend  or 
terminate  the  effectiveness  of  any  of  or  all 
such  Special  Offering  Plans  by  sending  at 
least  10  days  written  notice  to  the  particular 
exchange  or  exchanges  Involved.  The  Com¬ 
mission  finds  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  pursuant  to  Sections  4(a)  and  4(b)  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  are  unnec¬ 
essary  since  the  amendments  will  conform 
those  plans  to  the  requirements  of  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  Rule  19b-3  which  was 
adopted  by  the  Commission  after  notice  and 
public  procedure  (See  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Release  No.  11203  (January  23,  1975)). 
The  Commission  further  finds  that  Rule  10b- 
2(d)  (17  CFR  240.10b-2(d) )  and  the  action 
taken  hereunder  have  the  effect  of  relieving 
restriction  and  granting  exemption  and  that, 
therefore,  this  action  may  be  and  Is  hereby 
declared  effective  on  May  1,  1975  pursuant 
to  Section  4(c)  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act. 

Effective  May  1,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

TsealI  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.75-12921  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  ami 


[File  No.  600-11 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE 
CORPORATION 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  9?  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Continental  Vending  Machine 
Corporation  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  Is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  May  10, 
1975  through  May  19,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal)  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12917  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am} 


[70-4990] 

GENERAL  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  CORP.  AND 
GPU  SERVICE  CORP. 

Issue  and  Sale  of  Notes  by  Subsidiary  to 
Parent 

May  9,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  General 
Public  Utilities  Corporation  (“GPU”),  a 
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registered  holding  company,  and  its 
wholly-owned  subsidiary  company,  GPU 
Service  Corporation  (“Service  Com¬ 
pany”) ,  80  Pine  Street,  New  York,  New 
York  10005,  have  filed  post-effective 
amendments  to  the  application-declara¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  6(a>,  7,  9(a),  10,  12,  13  and  rules 
86  through  91,  inclusive,  promulgated 
thereunder  as  being  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transaction.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application- 
declaration,  as  now  amended,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transaction. 

By  order  dated  April  29,  1971  (HCAR 
No.  17112),  the  Commission  authorized 
the  organization  of,  and  conduct  of  busi¬ 
ness  by.  Service  Company.  The  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Order  also  authorized  GPU  to 
acquire  for  cash  long-term  unsecured 
notes  of  Service  Company  not  exceeding 
$5,000,000  aggregate  principal  amount 
at  any  one  time  outstanding.  Each  such 
note  would  mature  40  years  from  the 
date  of  issuance  of  the  first  note,  would 
be  prepayable  without  premium  or  pen¬ 
alty  by  Service  Company  at  any  time 
and  would  bear  interest  at  a  rate  equal 
to  the  prime  rate  for  short-term  com¬ 
mercial  borrowings  generally  in  effect, 
from  time  to  time,  in  New  York  City, 
plus  not  more  than  20  percent  thereof, 
such  interest  rate  to  be  adjusted  to  con¬ 
form  with  changes  in  the  prime  rate  as 
of  the  first  business  day  following  the 
date  of  announcement  of  any  such 
change.  It  was  decided  that  Service 
Company  would  at  all  times  maintain 
its  aggregate  capital,  including  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  notes  outstanding,  at  an 
amount  approximately  equal  to  the  sum 
of  two  months’  operating  expenses,  plus 
the  cost  of  its  property,  less  applicable 
reserves,  prepayments  and  petty  cash 
working  funds.  At  the  date  hereof,  the 
aggregate  outstanding  amount  of  Serv¬ 
ice  Company’s  unsecured  notes  so  ac¬ 
quired  by  GPU  is  $4,995,683.40. 

GPU  and  Service  Company  now  pro¬ 
pose  to  increase  to  $6,000,000  from 
$5,000,000  the  maximum  aggregate  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  Service  Company’s  un¬ 
secured  notes  which  may  be  acquired 
by  GPU.  All  such  notes  representing  bor¬ 
rowings  in  excess  of  $5,000,000,  however, 
will  be  notes  of  a  maturity  not  exceeding 
2  years  from  the  date  of  issuance  and 
will  bear  interest  at  a  rate  equal  to  the 
actual  cost  of  short-term  borrowings  by 
GPU,  taking  into  consideration  compen¬ 
sating  balance  requirements  for  such 
short-term  borrowings  by  GPU.  Service 
Company  will  continue  to  maintain  its 
aggregate  capital,  including  the  princi¬ 
pal  amount  of  all  notes  outstanding,  at 
all  times  equal  to  the  sum  of  approxi¬ 
mately  two  months’  operating  expenses, 
plus  the  cost  of  its  property  (to  the  ex¬ 
tent  not  financed  from  borrowings  from 
others),  less  applicable  reserves,  pre¬ 
payments  and  petty  cash  working  funds. 
The  additional  proceeds  will  be  used  to 
continue  to  finance  Service  Company’s 
operations  consistent  with  the  above- 
mentioned  formula. 


The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
by  GPU  or  Service  Company  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  transaction  are 
estimated  at  $5,000,  including  legal  fees 
of  $2,500.  It  is  stated  that  no  state  com¬ 
mission  and  no  federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June  2, 
1975,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  na¬ 
ture  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such 
request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  post-effective  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  application-declaration 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  the  applicants-declarants  at 
the  above-stated  addresses,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should 
be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  application-declara¬ 
tion,  as  now  amended  or  as  it  may  be 
further  amended,  may  be  granted  and 
permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
or  the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  rules  20 
(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

f seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.73-12918  Filed  6-15-75:8:45  am] 

{File  No.  500-1] 

GENERAL  REFRACTORIES  CO. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  9,  1975. 

The  capital  stock  of  General  Refrac¬ 
tories  Company  being  traded  on  the 
New  York  and  Philadelphia-Baltimore- 
W  ashing  ton  Stock  Exchanges  pursuant 
to  provisions  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  all  other  securities  of 
General  Refractories  Company  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national  secu¬ 
rities  exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  is  required 


in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 

(4)  and  15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such  secu¬ 
rities  on  the  above  mentioned  exchange 
and  otherwise  than  on  a  national  secu¬ 
rities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  from  May  12,  1975  through  May  21, 
1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  seal  1  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75  12919  Filed  5-16-75:8:45  am] 

|  File  No.  500-1] 

INTEGRITY  ENTERTAINMENT  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  9,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Integrity  Entertainment  Corp. 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  nation¬ 
al  securities  exchange  is  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 

(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national' securities  exchange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  10:35 
a.m.  (EDT)  on  May  9,  1975  through 
midnight  (EDT)  on  May  18,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

IsealI  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-12920  Filed  5-5-75:8:45  am] 

UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY 
ASSOCIATION 

USE  OF  RAILROAD  PROPERTIES  FOR 
OTHER  PUBLIC  PURPOSES 

Invitation  for  Comments 

The  United  States  Railway  Association 
(“Association")  is  preparing,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Regional  Rail  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1973  (“Act”),  a  Final  Sys¬ 
tem  Plan  to  reorganize  railroads  in  the 
northeastern  and  midwestern  regions  of 
the  United  States.  The  Final  System 
Plan  will  designate  what  disposition  will 
be  made  of  the  properties  of  the  rail¬ 
roads  defined  in  the  Act  as  “Railroads 
in  Reorganization”  (now,  principally,  the 
Penn  Central,  Erie  Lackawanna,  Lehigh 
Valley,  Reading,  Central  of  New  Jersey, 
Ann  Arbor,  and  the  Lehigh  and  Hudson 
River  Railroads).  Among  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  dealing  with  the  designa¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  is  section  206 
(c)(1)(E)  which  provides: 

(c)  Designations — The  Final  System  Plan 
shall  designate — 

(1)  which  rail  properties  of  railroads  In 
reorganization  in  the  region  or  of  railroads 
leased,  operated,  or  contracted  by  any  rail¬ 
road  In  reorganization  in  the  region — 

(E)  if  not  otherwise  required  to  be  op¬ 
erated  by  the  Corporation,  a  government  en¬ 
tity,  or  a  responsible  person,  are  suitable  for 
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use  for  other  public  purposes  including  high¬ 
ways,  other  forms  of  transportation,  con¬ 
servation,  energy  transmission,  education  or 
health  care  facilities,  or  recreation.  In  carry¬ 
ing  out  this  subparagraph,  the  Association 
shall  solicit  the  views  and  recommendations 
of  the  Secretary,  the  Secretary  of  the  Inter¬ 
ior,  the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  other  agencies  of  the 
Federal  Government  and  of  the  States  and 
political  subdivisions  thereof  within  the  re¬ 
gion,  and  the  general  public. 

As  required  by  that  provision  of  the 
Act,  the  Association  has  solicited  and  is 
continuing  to  solicit  the  views  of  appro¬ 
priate  Federal,  State  and  local  govern¬ 
mental  officials  and  agencies,  as  to  other 
suitable  public  purposes  for  which  speci¬ 
fic  properties  of  the  railroads  in  reor¬ 
ganization  may  be  used. 

By  this  notice,  the  Association  is  soli¬ 
citing  the  views  of  the  general  public  on 
this  subject.  If  you  wish  to  present  views 
on  suitable  other  public  purposes  for 
which  some  property  of  a  railroad  in  re¬ 
organization  may  be  used,  you  should  ad¬ 
dress  your  communication  to  the  Office 
of  Economic  and  Environmental  Studies, 
United  States  Railway  Association,  2100 
Second  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20595.  Some  of  the  properties  which  may 
be  available  for  such  other  uses  were 
identified  in  Appendix  K  to  the  Associa¬ 
tion’s  Preliminary  System  Plan  and  Sup¬ 
plemental  Preliminary  System  Plan,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  March 
4,  1975  (40  FR  9719,  et  seq.)  and  on  May 
15,  1975  (40  FR  21401). 

To  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  Association’s  Final  System  Plan,  your 
comment  must  be  received  by  June  23, 
1975. 

Dated:  Washington,  D.C.,  May  13, 
1975. 

Edward  G.  Jordan, 

President, 

United  States  Railway  Association. 

[FR  Doc.75-12945  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

STANDARDS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
COKE  OVEN  EMISSIONS 

Change  in  Starting  Time  for  Meeting 

The  May  20-21-22  meetings  of  the 
Standards  Advisory  Committee  on  Coke 
Oven  Emissions,  announced  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  Monday,  April  14,  1975 
(40  FR  16735)  will  begin  at  8  a.m. 
each  day  instead  of  the  times  originally 
announced.  It  is  anticipated  that  the 
Committee  will  work  evening  sessions 
also  and  that  the  meeting  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  on  May  23-24  if  the  Committee 
determines  it  necessary  in  order  to  com¬ 
plete  its  recommendations. 

The  schedule  change  was  agreed  to  by 
the  Committee  members  at  a  public 
meeting  on  May  13,  1975,  in  order  to 
provide  adequate  time  for  it  to  complete 
its  deliberations. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  South 
Scott  Room  of  the  Grammercy  Inn,  1616 


Rhode  Island  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  This  location  was  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  Tuesday,  April  29, 
1975  (40  FR  18623). 

In  all  other  respects,  the  details  of  the 
April  14,  1975  notice  of  meeting  remain 
the  same.  Any  questions  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to: 

Ms.  Jeanne  Ferrone 
Committee  Management  Office 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
1726  M  Street,  NW.,  Room  200 
Washington,  D.C.  20210 
Phone:  (202)  961-2248,  2487 

This  Federal  Register  notice  does  not 
meet  the  15  day  deadline  because  it  was 
only  determined  at  the  May  13  meeting 
that  this  meeting  would  be  necessary  in 
order  that  the  Committee  complete  its 
activities  in  the  prescribed  time  frame. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  May  1975. 

-  John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.75-13072  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  277  (Sub-No.  1)  ] 

ADEQUACY  OF  INTERCITY  RAIL 
PASSENGER  SERVICE 

May  13,  1975. 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  INTER¬ 
STATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION, 
held  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  9th  day  of  May  1975. 

It  appearing,  That  in  November  1973, 
the  Amtrak  Improvement  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-146)  was  enacted  which,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  14  of  the  Act,  amended 
section  801  of  the  Rail  Passenger  Service 
Act  of  1970  to  read,  in  part,  as  follows: 

(a)  The  Commission  shall  promulgate, 
within  60  days  from  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  Amtrak  Improvement  Act  of  1973,  and 
from  time  to  time  shall  revise,  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  it  considers  as  necessary  to  provide 
adequate  service,  equipment,  tracks,  and 
other  facilities  for  quality  intercity  rail  pas¬ 
senger  service. 

And  it  further  appearing.  That  one  of 
the  purposes  of  this  amendment  was  to 
remove  the  word  “safe”  from  section 
801,  which  previously  provided  as  here 
pertinent;  as  follows: 

The  Commission  is  authorized  to  prescribe 
such  regulations  as  it  consider,  lecessary  to 
provide  safe  and  adequate  service,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  facilities  for  intercity  rail  pas¬ 
senger  service. 

And  it  further  appearing,  That  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  enactment  of  the  Rail  Pas¬ 
senger  Service  Act  of  1970  that  this 
Commission  promulgated  certain  rules 
including  49  C.F.R.  §  1124.27,  which  pro¬ 
vides  as  follows: 

The  regulation  in  chapter  II  of  this  title, 
parts  225,  228,  230-234,  and  236,  prescribed 
by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  under  rail 
safety  statutes,  are  hereby  adopted,  con¬ 


firmed,  and  continued  in  effect  until  modifi¬ 
cation  or  superseded  by  appropriate  author¬ 
ity  as  to  intercity  rail  passenger  service. 
(Note:  this  regulation  was  formerly  cited  as 
49  CFR  1124.1.) 

And  it  further  appearing.  That  good 
Commission  in  light  of  the  Amtrak  Im¬ 
provement  Act  of  1973  has  tentatively 
concluded  that  49  CFR  §  1124.27  should 
be  repealed: 

And  if  further  appearing.  That  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  proposed  re¬ 
peal  effective  in  less  than  30  days  from 
the  date  of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  : 

It  is  ordered.  That  verified  statements 
of  fact,  briefs  and  statements  of  position 
respecting  the  proposed  repeal  described 
above  are  hereby  invited  to  be  submitted 
on  or  before  May  27,  1975,  by  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  whether  or  not  such  person 
is  already  a  party  to  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  any  party 
requesting  oral  hearing  shall  set  forth 
with  specificity  the  need  therefor  and  the 
evidence  to  be  adduced. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
of  this  order  be  served  upon  all  parties, 
each  public  utility  commission  or  board 
or  similar  regulatory  body  of  each  state 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation;  that  a  copy  be  posted  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  this  Com¬ 
mission  and  in  each  field  office ;  and  that 
a  copy  of  this  order  be  delivered  to  the 
Director,  Division  of  Federal  Register, 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12952  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  767] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

May  13,  1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  119988  Sub-74,  Great  Western  Trucking 
Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  June  9,  1975,  at 
Dallas,  Texas  is  cancelled  and  the  appli¬ 
cation  dismissed. 

MO  76032  Sub-286,  Navajo  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  21,  1975,  at  Car- 
son  City,  Nevada  is  cancelled  and  the  ap¬ 
plication  Is  dismissed. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.75-12951  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 
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IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Applications 

May  12,  1975. 

The  following  applications  to  eliminate 
gateways  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
highway  congestion,  alleviating  air  and 
noise  pollution,  minimizing  safety  haz¬ 
ards,  and  conserving  fuel  have  been  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  under  the  Commission’s  Gateway 
Elimination  Rules  (49  CFR  1065(d)  (2) ), 
and  notice  thereof  to  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  is  hereby  given  as  provided  in  such 
rules. 

.  Carriers  having  a  genuine  interest  in 
an  application  may  file  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  verified  statements  in 
opposition  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication.  (This  procedure  is  out¬ 
lined  in  the  Commission’s  report  and 
order  in  Gateway  Elimination,  119 
M.C.C.  530.)  A  copy  of  the  verified  state¬ 
ment  in  opposition  must  also  be  served 
upon  applicant  or  its  named  representa¬ 
tive.  The  verified  statement  should  con¬ 
tain  all  the  evidence  upon  which  pro- 
testant  relies  in  the  application  proceed¬ 
ing  including  a  detailed  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proposal.  No 
rebuttal  statements  will  be  accepted. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  175G)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  March  20, 
1975,  and  partially  republished,  as  cor¬ 
rected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  McNAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4295  Meadow  Lane, 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Tom  Wright, 
2040  North  Loop  West,  Houston,  Tex. 
77018. 

Note. — The  purposes  of  this  correction  are 

(A)  to  correct  (3)  (c)  to  read:  Petroleum 
products  (except  liquefied  petroleum  gases) 
as  defined  in  Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Destrehan,  La.,  to  points  in  Arkansas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  first  a 
gateway  in  Southwestern  Arkansas  within 
150  mUes  of  Henderson,  Tex.  and  second,  a 
gateway  in  that  part  of  Louisiana  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Junction  of  the 
Arkansas-Loulsiana  state  line  and  the  Lou- 
isiana-Texas  state  line  and  extending  south 
along  the  Louisiana-Texas  state  line  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence  east  along  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  167, 
thence  north  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  the 
Arkansas-Loulsiana  state  line,  thence  west 
along  the  Arkansas -Louisiana  state  line  to 
the  point  of  beginning  including  points  on 
the  specified  boundary  line. 

(B)  To  correct  (3)  (d)  to  read:  From  Lake 
Charles  and  Destrehan,  La.,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  within  200  miles  of  Conway,  Ark.,  ex¬ 
cept  points  on  or  west  of  Missouri  Highway 
5.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
first,  a  gateway  in  Southwestern  Arkansas 
within  160  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  second, 
a  gateway  in  any  point  in  Louisiana  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Junction  of  the 
Arkansas-Loulsiana  state  line  and  the  Lou¬ 
isiana-Texas  state  line,  and  extending  south 
along  the  Louisiana-Texas  state  line  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167,  thence  north  along  U.S.  Highway 
167  to  the  Arkansas-Loulsiana  state  line. 
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thence  west  along  the  Arkansas-Loulsiana 
state  line  to  the  point  of  beginning  including 
points  on  the  specified  boundary  lines,  which 
point  is  also  within  150  miles  of  Henderson, 
Tex.,  and  third,  the  site  of  the  pipeline  ter¬ 
minal  of  the  Oklahoma-Mlsslsslppl  River 
Products  Line,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Conway,  Ark. 

(C)  to  correct  (5)  (a)  to  read:  Such  petro¬ 
leum  products  as  are  dry  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Henderson,  Tex.  and 
points  in  Texas  within  150  miles  of  Hender¬ 
son,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Oklahoma, 
and  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  a  gateway  at  Baton  Rouge,  La. 
The  rest  of  the  notice  remains  as  originally 
published. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  203G)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  June  4.  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  16, 
1975,  and  republished,  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Summer 
Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  J.  Boyd,  Suite 
222,  600  Enterprise  Drive,  Oak  Brook, 
Ill.  60521.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Frozen  fish,  (a)  from  Rockland  and  Port¬ 
land.  Maine,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Nebraska,  and  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Galena.  Kent  County,  Md.  (b)  from 
Portland,  Rockland  and  Boothbay  Har¬ 
bor,  Maine,  to  points  in  Missouri  and 
Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit, 
Mich.  (2)  frozen  fruits,  frozen  vegetables 
and  frozen  vegetable  products,  (a)  from 
Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine, 
to  Chicago,  HI.,  Green  Bay,  and  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  and  points  in  Indiana, 
Michigan,  New  Jersey,  Ohio,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

(b)  from  Houlton.  Caribou,  and  Corinna, 
Maine,  to  points  in  Missouri,  Tennessee, 
and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Syracuse,  N.Y.  and  Detroit,  Mich. 

(c)  From  Houton,  Caribou,  and  Co¬ 
rinna.  Maine,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and 
Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 
(d>  from  Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Co¬ 
rinna.  Maine,  to  points  in  Michigan  (ex¬ 
cept  Detroit) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  (e)  from  Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Co¬ 
rinna.  Maine,  to  Springfield,  HI.,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Sioux  City  and 
Davenport,  Iowa,  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak., 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  Virginia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y.  (f)  from  Houl¬ 
ton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine,  to 
points  in  Delaware,  Maryland.  Kentucky, 
and  West  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Buffalo  or  Brockport,  N.Y.  (g)  from 
Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine, 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Indiana, 
niinois,  Missouri,  Michigan,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 


(h)  from  Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Co¬ 
rinna,  Maine,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Brockport,  Morton  or 
Le  Roy,  N.Y.  (3)  frozen  fruits,  frozen 
vegetables,  from  Houlton,  Caribou,  and 
Corinna,  Maine,  to  Williamsburg  and 
Norfolk,  Va„  Springfield,  Ill.,  Louisville, 
Ky.,  Kenosha.  Wis.,  Kansas  City  and 
Vinita  Park,  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dun¬ 
dee,  N.Y.  (4)  frozen  fruits,  (a)  from 
Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine, 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Oklahoma;  Texas,  and  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Geneva, 
Westfield,  or  Penn  Yan,  N.Y. 

(b)  From  Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Co¬ 
rinna,  Maine,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Col¬ 
orado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y.  (c)  from 
Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine, 
to  points  in  Iowa.  Kentucky  (except  Lou¬ 
isville),  Missouri  (except  Kansas  City 
and  Vinita  Park) ,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y.  (5)  frozen 
vegetables  and  frozen  vegetable  products, 
from  Caribou,  Maine  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Nebraska, 
Ohio,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pocomoke  City,  Md.  (6) 
frozen  potatoes  and  potato  products,  (a) 
from  Presque  Isle,  Easton  and  Portland, 
Maine,  to  points  in  Tennessee  and  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit,  Mich, 
(b)  from  Presque  Isle,  Easton,  and  Port¬ 
land,  Maine,  to  points  in  New  York 
within  75  miles  of  and  including  Roch¬ 
ester.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Athens,  Pa.  (c) 
from  Presque  Isle,  Easton,  and  Portland, 
Maine,  to  Cattaraugus,  Chautaugua,  and 
Erie  Counties,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Buffalo,  N.Y. 

(d)  From  Presque  Isle,  Easton  and 
Portland,  Maine,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska 
and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Athens, 
Pa.  and  Dundee,  N.Y.  (e)  from  Presque 
Isle,  Easton,  and  Portland,  Maine,  to 
Springfield,  HI.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  Sioux  Falls, 
S.  Dak.,  and  Virginia  (except  Hampton 
and  Richmond,  Va.) .  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Athens,  Pa.  and  Dundee,  N.Y.  (f)  from 
Presque  Isle,  Easton,  and  Portland, 
Maine,  to  the  District  of  Columbia,  Del¬ 
aware,  Maryland,  Kentucky,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Virginia,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania  (points  east  of  the  Susque¬ 
hanna  River) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Athens, 
Pa.  and  Elmira,  N.Y.  (g)  from  Presque 
Isle,  Easton,  and  Portland,  Maine,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Minnesota,  and  Ne¬ 
braska.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
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eliminate  the  gateways  of  Athens,  Pa. 
and  Brockport,  Morton,  or  Le  Roy,  N.Y. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  la 
to  state  that  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  203G),  was 
incorrectly  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  April  16,  1975  and  to  state  the  correct  MC 
113843  (Sub-No.  203G). 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  1065),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  May  26,  1975.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or 
its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  A.  Gollan  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Liquid  chemi¬ 
cals,  from  Peoria,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia  ,and  District  of  Columbia;  and 
(2)  Liquid  petroleum  chemicals,  from 
Peoria,  Ill.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Carpentersville,  HI.,  in 
(1)  above,  and  Ashland,  Ky.,  in  (2) 
above. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  E9) ,  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  A.  Gollan  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  petroleum 
chemicals,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  West  Virginia  and  those  points 
in  New  York  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Deposit,  N.Y.,  and  extending  along  New 
York  Highway  8  to  Utica,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  49  to  Rome, 
N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York  Highway  69 
to  Camden,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  13  to  Port  Ontario,  N.Y.,  and 
those  ]K>ints  in  Pennsylvania,  north  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Blairsville,  Pa., 
thence  due  north  to  the  New  York-Penn- 


sylvania  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Titusville,  Pa.,  Ashland,  Kentucky,  Leb¬ 
anon,  Columbus,  and  Warren,  Ohio. 

.  No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
TRANSFER  &  TERMINAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  A.  Gollan  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  acids  (ex¬ 
cept  nitric  acid,  anhydrous  ammonia,  and 
carbon  dioxide) ,  from  Cairo,  Ohio,  and 
points  within  five  miles  thereof  to  points 
in  Missouri,  and  those  points  in  Illinois 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  136,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  acetone, 
ethyl  acetate,  alcohol,  vodka,  gin,  propri¬ 
etary  antifreeze  preparations,  and 
chloine  chloride.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Terre 
Haute,  Ind. 

No.  MC  52793  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BEKINS  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  109,  LaGrange, 
Ill.  60525.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  McClure  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission;  (1)  from 
points  in  Washington,  Idaho,  Montana, 
and  Utah,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnestota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
vada,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  New  Mexico, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  Nebraska 
(except  points  within  50  miles  of  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  (except  points  within  50 
miles  of  Omaha,  Nebr.),  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  Idaho  (except  points 
within  50  miles  of  Spokane,  Wash.) ;  (2) 
from  points  in  South  Dakota  on  the  one- 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of:  in  (1),  Ore¬ 
gon,  Nevada,  Arizona,  Colorado,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  and  North  Dakota;  and  in  (2) 
Wyoming  and  North  Dakota. 

No.  MC  52861  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  F.  Beery  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ferro 
alloys,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  between 
those  points  in  Pennsylvania  and  West 
Virginia  which  are  within  50  miles  of 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Michigan  within 
40  miles  of  Monroe,  Mich.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Ohio. 


No.  MC  52861  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  F.  Beery  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Scrap 
metal,  in  dump  vehicles,  between  points 
in  Michigan  and  Ohio  (except  Can¬ 
ton  and  points  in  Cuyahoga,  Geauga, 
Lorain,  and  Portage  Counties),  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia 
within  50  miles  of  Weirton,  W.  Va.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Ohio  within  50 
miles  of  Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  points  in 
West  Virginia. 

No.  MC  52861  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
January  31,  ,1975.  Applicant:  WILLS 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  2535  Center  St., 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Ferro  alloys,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Michigan  within  40  miles  of  Monroe, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  New  York,  Michigan, 
and  Pennsylvania,  except  those  points  in 
Pennsylvania  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania -Ohio  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  80 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  79  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  79  and  Interstate 
Highway  80  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  79  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  76,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  76  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  281,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  281  to  the  Pennsylvania -West 
Virginia  State  line,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Toledo  and  Ashtabula,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  64373.  (Sub-No.  E6) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1975.  Applicant:  CLARKSON 
BROS.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  25,  Cowpens,  S.C. 
29330.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
F.  Sullivan  Suite  711,  15th  &  New  York 
Ave.,  NW„  Washington.  D.C.  20005.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Cotton  mill  ma¬ 
chinery,  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Alabama-Tennessee  State 
line,  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
31  to  Nashville,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  3 IE  to  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Cherokee,  York,  Chester, 
Lancaster,  Chesterfield,  Darlington, 
Malboro,  and  Dillon  Counties,  S.C.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Gastonia,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
Rowan  and  Rockingham  Counties,  N.C. 

No.  MC  64373  (Sub-No.  E7) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1975.  Applicant:  CLARKSON 
BROS.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  25,  Cowpens, 
S.C.  29330.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Sullivan,  Suite  711,  15th  &  New 
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York  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Cotton  mill 
machinery,  between  points  in  South 
Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  80  but  including  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Columbus, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  64373  (Sub-No.  E8> .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1975.  Applicant:  CLARKSON 
BROTHERS,  P.O.  Box  25,  Cowpens, 
S.C.  29330.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Sullivan.  Suite  711,  15th  &  New 
York  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005, 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Cotton  mill 
machinery,  between  points  in  that  part 
of  Georgia,  on,  north,  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  221,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
east  of  Tennessee  Highway  70.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Rowan  and  Rock¬ 
ingham  Counties,  N.C.,  or  Gastonia,  N.C. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E51>,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  1854  Morgantown 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fairmont,  W.  Va. 
26554.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Bldg.,  Pitts¬ 
burgh.  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Empty  glass  malt  beverage  con¬ 
tainers,  from  points  in  Wayne  County, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Maryland,  Fayette 
County,  Pa.,  that  part  of  Westmoreland 
County,  Pa.,  on  and  east  of  Pennsylvania 
Highway  711,  that  part  of  Somerset 
County.  Pa.,  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219.  and  that  part  of  Cambria 
County.  Pa.,  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219  and  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Star  City, 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E52),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  1854  Morgantown 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fairmont,  W.  Va. 
26554.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Bldg.,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  in  containers,  from 
Winston-Salem,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Gar¬ 
rett  County,  Md.,  Barbour,  Harrison, 
Lewis,  Marion,  Monongalia,  Preston, 
Taylor,  Upshur,  and  Wetzel  Counties, 
W.  Va.,  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  to  Kane,  Pa.,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  (formerly  portion  U.S. 
Highway  219),  via  East  Kane,  Sergeant, 
and  Dohoga,  Pa.,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State 
line,  and  Williams,  Fulton,  Lucas,  Defi¬ 
ance,  Henry,  Wood,  Paulding,  Putnam, 


Hancock,  Hardin,  Ottawa,  Sandusky, 
Seneca,  Wyandot,  Marion,  Crawford, 
Erie,  Huron,  Morrow,  Richland,  Knox, 
Lorain,  Ashland,  Cuyahoga,  Medina, 
Wayne,  Holmes,  Coshocton,  Muskingum, 
Lake,  Ashtabula.  Geauga,  Portage,  Trum¬ 
bull,  Stark,  Mahoning,  Columbia,  Car- 
roll,  Tuscarawas,  Guernsey,  Noble,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Belmont,  Harrison,  and  Jefferson 
Counties,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E53),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1854  Morgantown 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fairmont,  W.  Va. 
26554.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Bldg.,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  between  points  in  Ohio,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E55),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  in  and  on  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  State 
line  and  extending  along  Ohio  Highway 
87  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  45,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  45  to  the  shore  of 
Lake  Erie,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  45  and  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-West 
Virginia  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
30  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  75, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E56),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont.  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Hannibal,  Ohio,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Ohio  Highway  7  to  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
422  to  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana - 
Kentucky  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the 


Kentucky -West  Virginia  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E57),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line  at  Belpre,  Ohio,  and  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  7  to  Martins  Ferry, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  the  Lower  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan,  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Michigan-Lake  Michi¬ 
gan  shore  and  extending  along  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  C-66  to  the  Michigaij-Lake 
Huron  shore.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marion 
County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E58),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2301  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Ohio,  except  those  points  on,  north, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line  and  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  45  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  14,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
14  to  the  Ohio-Lake  Erie  shore,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marion 
County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E61),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Kentucky 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  124, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  124  to  Jack- 
son,  Ohio,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
93  to  McArthur,  Ohio,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  Athens,  Ohio,  thence  along 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New  York. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E62),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
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by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  29, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  29  to  junc¬ 
tion  UJS.  Highway  36,  thence  along  U.S, 
Highway  36  to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Maryland-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line,  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  287,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  287  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marion 
County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E63),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  Ohio 
Highway  43  to  the  Ohio-Lake  Erie  shore, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Maryland-Pennsylvania  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  10. 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  10 
to  Reading,  Pa.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  422  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  202, 
thence  along  UJ3.  Highway  202  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E65),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  &  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Ohio  (except  points  in  that  part  of 
Ohio  east  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  4, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  4  to  the 
Ohio-Lake  Erie  shore) ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Maryland-Pennsylvania 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
22,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  81,  thence 


along  Interstate  Highway  81  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  Junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  209,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  209  to  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E66),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  8.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  pait  of  Ohio  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30N,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30N  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  250,  thence  along  U.8.  Highway 
250  to  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Virginia  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  North  Carolina-Virginia 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  301  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
60,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  39,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  39  to  the  Vir¬ 
ginia-West  Virginia  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Marlon  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E67),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bltlg..  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  22, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  35,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  35  to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Virginia  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  311,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  311  to  the  Virginia-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marion 
County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E68),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  8.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  north  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 


way  30  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  30N, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30N  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  89.  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  89  to  the  Ohio-Lake  Erie  shore, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Virginia  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Virginia-Tennessee 
State  line  and  extending  along  Virginia 
Highway  91  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
58,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  58  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  23  to  the  Kentucky-Vir- 
ginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E69),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle.  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  north  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Lake  Erie 
shore  and  extending  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  58  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  89, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  89  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  junction  UJ3.  Highway 
250,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to 
the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marlon  County, 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E70),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana -Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  80/90  (Ohio  Turnpike)  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  8,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  8  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  250, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  7,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  7  to  Hannibal,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-West 
Virginia  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  the  West  Virginia - 
Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E71),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  east  of  a 
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line  beginning  at  Lake  Erie -Ohio  shore 
and  extending  along  Ohio  Highway  45 
to  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Kentucky 
State  line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  64  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
119,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  19,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
West  Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E72),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant :  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- West  Virginia 
State  line  and  extending  along  Ohio 
Highway  144  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
7,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  7  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
56,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  56  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  49,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  49  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  26 
to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia-West 
Virginia  State  line  and  extending  along 
Ohio  Highway  39  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  20 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  15,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  33,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  33  to  the  West  Vir- 
ginia-Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E73),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  w.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  26554.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  West  Virginia-Virginia  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to 
Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  the  West  Virginiar-Penn- 
sylvania  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Marion  County,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-65781  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
January  14,  1975.  Applicant:  DAWN 
MOVING  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  1000  First 


Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55402.  Applicant’s  representative:  An¬ 
drew  Clark  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission;  (1)  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Illinois- 
Indiana  State  line,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  88,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  88  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Il¬ 
linois -Iowa  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama 
(any  point  in  Wisconsin)  *;  (2)  between 
points  in  Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Virginia  (Chicago, 
Ill.)  *;•  (3)  between  points  in  Wisconsin, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Virginia  (Chicago,  Ill.)*;  (4) 
between  points  in  Wisconsin,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  (Chicago,  Ill.)*;  (5)  between 

points  in  Wisconsin,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Georgia 
(Chicago,  HI.)*;  (6)  between  points  in 
Wisconsin,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kentucky  (Chicago, 
HI.*;  (7)  between  points  in  Illinois  on 
and  north  of  Interstate  Highway  80,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Virginia  (points  in  Wisconsin)  *;  and 
(8)  between  points  in  Hlinois  north  of 
Interstate  Highway  80,  on  the  one  hand, 
and ,  on  the  other,  points  in  Georgia 
(points  in  Wisconsin)*.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points 
in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mississippi  and 
Mobile,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points 
in  Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Barfield, 
Ark.,  and  points  within  10  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E25),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 


from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Barfield,  Ark., 
and  points  within  10  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E26),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Indi¬ 
ana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Barfield,  Ark.,  and 
points  within  10  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E27),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  ovei 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Cordova,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Louisiana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Lumberton, 
Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients) , 
from  Jackson,  Miss.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fox,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  fer¬ 
tilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients),  from 
Jackson,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Florida.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Mobile,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients) , 
from  Jackson,  Miss.,  to  points  in  South 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fox,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E31),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
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above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  fertilizer,  fertilizer  Ingredients,  and 
liquefied  petroleum  gases) ,  from  Jackson, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Monsanto 
Chemical  Company  in  Anniston,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E32),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Iowa 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Missouri-Iowa  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Iowa  Highway  5  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  141,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
141  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  144,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  144  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  7,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  7 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  the  Iowa-Min- 
nesota  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bar- 
field,  Ark.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E33),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tuscaloosa, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E34),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Geor¬ 
gia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Tuscaloosa,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points  in  8outh 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tuscaloosa, 
Ala. 


No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E36),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Barfield,  Ark., 
and  points  within  10  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Barfield,  Ark., 
and  points  within  10  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E556),  filed 
January  27,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  M.  Tettlebaum, 
Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing: 

(A)(1)  Frozen  edible  meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products,  from 
Pekin,  Ill.,  the  plant  site  of  Swift  &  Co., 
at  Rochelle,  m.,  the  plant  site  of  Agar 
Packing  Co.,  at  Momence,  Ill.,  the  plant 
site  of  Wilson  &  Co.,  at  Monmouth,  Ill., 
the  plant  site  of  Armour  &  Co.,  at  Ster¬ 
ling,  Ill.,  the  plant  site  of  Geo.  A.  Hormel 
at  Bureau,  HI.,  the  plant  site  of  Oscar 
Mayer  at  Beardstown,  HI.,  and  the  plant 
site  of  Aurora  Packing  Co.,  at  North 
Aurora,  Ill.;  (2)  Frozen  dairy  products, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Swift  &  Co.,  at 
Rochelle,  HI.;  and  (3)  Frozen  foods  (ex¬ 
cept  frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and 
frozen  vegetables)  from  Quincy,  HI.,  to 
points  in  that  portion  of  California  on, 
south,  or  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Morro  Bay  and  extending  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  101,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  101 
to  junction  California  Highway  58, 
thence  along  California  Highway  58  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  395,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  395  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  15,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  15  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
5  to  the  United  States-Mexico  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line.  (B)  (1)  The  com¬ 
modities  described  in  (A)(1)  from  the 
origins  specified  in  (A)  (1)  (except 
Quincy  and  Beardstown)  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Arizona,  on,  south,  or  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Nogales  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  89  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  the  Arizona- 
Califomla  State  line;  (2)  Frozen  dairy 
products,  from  the  origin  specified  in 
(A)  (2)  to  the  destinations  in  (B)  (1) 


above;  and  (3)  The  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (A)(1)  from  Pekin,  HI.,  and 
the  plant  sites  of  Swift  &  Co.,  at  Rochelle, 
Ill.,  Agar  Packing  Co.,  at  Momence,  HI., 
Armour  &  Co.,  at  Sterling,  HI.,  Geo.  A. 
Hormel  at  Bureau,  HI.,  and  North  Au- 
gura  Packing  Co.,  at  North  Aubura,  HI., 
to  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  and  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  on,  south,  or  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Califomia-Nevada  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  15  to  junction  California  High¬ 
way  58,  thence  along  California  Highway 
58  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  5, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  5  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  San 
Francisco.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Union  City, 
Term. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E609),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  Suite 
375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fresh 
and  cured  meats  and  dairy  products,  as 
described  in  the  Appendix  to  the  report 
in  Modification  of  Permits — Packing¬ 
house  Products,  48  MCC  628;  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Louisiana,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  North  Carolina  and  South  Car¬ 
olina;  and  (2)  between  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  South  Carolina  and 
points  in  that  part  of  North  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  23.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Montezuma, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E610),  filed 
January  27,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  M.  Tettlebaum, 
Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE..  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
points  in  Lake  and  Du  Page  Counties,  HI., 
to  points  in  that  portion  of  New  Mexico 
on  or  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Texas-New  Mexico  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Mexico  Highway  129,  thence 
along  New  Mexico  Highway  129  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Mexico  Highway  104,  thence 
along  New  Mexico  Highway  104,  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Mexico  Highway  3,  thence  along 
New  Mexico  Highway  3  to  Junction  New 
Mexico  Highway  75,  thence  along  New 
Mexico  Highway  75  to  junction  New  Mex¬ 
ico  Highway  76,  thence  along  New  Mexico 
Highway  76  to  junction  New  Mexico 
Highway  4,  thence  along  New  Mexico 
Highway  4  to  junction  New  Mexico  High¬ 
way  126,  thence  along  New  Mexico  High¬ 
way  126  to  junction  New  Mexico  Highway 
44,  thence  along  New  Mexico  Highway  44 
to  junction  New  Mexico  Highway  57, 
thence  along  New  Mexico  Highway  57  to 
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junction  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence  along 
UJS.  Highway  66  to  the  Arizona-New 
Mexico  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Dyersburg,  Term. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E611),  filed 
January  27,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell, 
Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods ;  (1)  from  points  in 
California  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Califomia-Nevada  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
junction  California  Highway  120,  thence 
along  California  Highway  120  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  205,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  205  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  580,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  580  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  San  Francisco,  to  points 
in  Illinois  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Illinois-Missouri  State 
line  and  extending  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  150  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  154, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  154  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junctiofi  Interstate  Highway  57,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  57  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  74,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  74  to  the  Hlinois- 
Indiana  State  line;  (2)  from  points  in 
California  in  and  south  of  Monterey, 
San  Benito,  Fresno,  Tulare,  Kern,  and 
San  Bernardino  Counties,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  Cook  and  Will  Counties,  HI.,  and  those 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  south  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  66,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Detroit,  Mich.;  and  (3)  from  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Lake,  Cook, 
Kane,  Will,  DuPage  Counties,  HI.,  Aurora, 
HI.,  and  points  in  Hlinois  on,  east,  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois- 
Missouri  State  line,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo„ 
Illinois  Highway  31  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  the  Illinois- 
Missouri  State  line,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Detroit,  Mich.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Florence,  Ala. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  520  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Loaders,  conveyors,  screens,  grizzlies  and 
when  moving  in  combination  loads  on 
the  same  vehicle  from  the  same  con¬ 
signor  or  consignors  of  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  commodities,  attachments,  accesso¬ 
ries,  and  parts  of  or  for  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  equipment  and  machinery;  (a)  from 
Waukesha  and  Milwaukee  Counties,  Wis„ 


to  points  in  Nevada  and  Arizona;  (b) 
from  points  in  Hlinois  bounded  by  an 
area  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Iowa-Ulinois  State  line  at  or  near  Moline, 
Ill.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  Joliet,  HI.,  and  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line 
near  Chicago  Heights,  Ill.,  and  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  36  to  points  in 
Nevada;  (c)  from  points  in  Illinois 
bounded  by  an  area  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Iowa-Hlinois  State  line  at  or 
near  Moline,  HI.,  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  Joliet,  Ill.,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Illinois- 
Indiana  State  line  near  Chicago  Heights, 
HI.,  and  on  and  north  of  Hlinois  Highway 
17  to  points  in  Arizona;  and  (d)  from 
points  in  Hlinois  bounded  by  an  area  on 
and  north  of  Hlinois  Highway  39  and  on 
and  south  of  Hlinois  Highway  17,  to 
points  in  Arizona  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  89.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Sioux  Falls, 
S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  520  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Road  construction  machinery  and 
equipment;  (2)  New  construction,  road¬ 
building,  earth-moving,  excavating  load¬ 
ing,  maintenance,  logging,  and  mining 
machinery  and  equipment  tractors  (not 
including  truck-tractors),  and  pipelay- 
ers  and,  when  moving  in  combination 
loads  on  the  same  vehicle  from  the  same 
consignor  or  consignors  of  the  above- 
specified  commodities,  generators,  in¬ 
ternal  combustion  engines,  and  genera¬ 
tors  and  engines  combined  (except  air¬ 
craft  and  missile  engines),  and  attach¬ 
ments,  accessories,  and  parts  of  or  for  the 
above-specified  equipment  and  machin¬ 
ery,  the  transportation  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  their  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  parts,  and  related  contractors’ 
materials  and  supplies  when  their  trans¬ 
portation  is  incidental  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  by  said  carrier  of  commodities  which 
by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment;  and  (3)  Self-propelled 
articles  described  in  (2)  above,  not  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment  for  their 
transportation,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  from  points  in 
Waukesha  and  Milwaukee  Counties,  Wis., 
points  in  Madison  County,  Ill.,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Illinois  bounded  by  an 
area  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Iowa-Hlinois  State  line  at  or  near  Moline, 
HI.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  Joliet,  m.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  3  to  the  Illinois-Indiana  State  line 
near  Chicago  Heights,  HI.,  and  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  36  to  points  in 
California,  restricted  against  any  serv¬ 
ice  to  pipelines,  pipeline  rights-of-way, 
pump  stations,  or  pipeline  construction 


projects  along  such  rights-of-way  other 
than  in  California.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Beresford,  S.  Dak.,  or  Sioux  Falls,  S. 
Dak.,  or  Dell  Rapids,  S.  Dak.,  or  Hawar- 
den,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  520  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Power  land  cleaning  and  land  clearing 
machinery  and  equipment  and  attach¬ 
ments  therefor,  from  Pomona,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  321.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  520  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg..  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Rollers,  compactors,  asphalt  pavers, 
loading  and  grading  equipment  and  truck 
hitches  for  asphalt  pavers,  from  points 
in  Milwaukee  and  Waukesha  Counties. 
Wis.,  to  points  in  California  in  and  north 
of  Santa  Cruz,  Santa  Clara,  Stanislaus. 
Calaveras  and  Alpine  Counties,  restricted 
against  any  service  to  pipelines,  pipeline 
rights-of-way,  pump  stations,  or  pipeline 
construction  projects  along  such  right- 
of-way  other  than  in  California.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Salem,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
(1)  Tractors;  (2)  Agricultural  earth- 
moving,  excavating,  loading  and  mainte¬ 
nance  machinery  and  equipment,  and, 
when  moving  in  combination  loads  on 
the  same  vehicle  from  the  same  con¬ 
signor  or  consignors  of  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  commodities;  (3)  Attachments  and 
parts,  of  or  for  the  above-specified  equip¬ 
ment  and  machinery;  from  Milwaukee 
and  Waukesha  Counties,  Wis.,  to  points 
in  Nevada.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Gwinner, 
N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E48>,  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
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Agricultural  augers,  front  end  loaders, 
lift  trucks,  and,  when  moving  in  combi¬ 
nation  loads  on  the  same  vehicle  from 
the  same  consignor  or  consignors  of  the 
above-specified  commodities,  attach¬ 
ments  and  parts  of  or  for  the  above- 
specified  equipment  and  machinery;  (a) 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa -Illinois 
State  line  at  or  near  Moline,  HI.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Joliet, 
HI.,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30 
to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  near 
Chicago  Heights,  HI.,  and  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  36  to  points  in  California 
located  north  of  the  counties  of  San  Luis 
Obispo,  Kern,  and  San  Bernardino;  (b) 
from  points  in  Milwaukee  and  Waukesha 
Counties,  Wis.,  to  points  in  California 
(except  Imperial  County  and  points  in 
Riverside  and  San  Bernardino  Counties, 
Calif.,  east  of  U.S.  Highway  395),  re¬ 
stricted  against  any  service  to  pipelines, 
pipeline  rights-of-way,  pump  stations,  or 
pipeline  construction  projects  along  such 
right-of-way  other  than  in  California. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak.,  and 
Sparks,  Nev. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E49),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Loaders,  conveyors,  screens,  grizzlies, 
and  attachments,  accessories,  and  parts 
which  are  road  construction  materials, 
supplies,  or  equipment,  from  points  in 
Minnesota  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
East  Grand  Forks,  Minn.,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  the  United  States-Canada  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line  near  Interna¬ 
tional  Falls,  Minn.,  including  the  points 
named  and  points  on  the  indicated  por¬ 
tions  of  the  highways  specified,  to  points 
in  California  (except  points  in  Imperial 
County,  and  points  in  Riverside  and  San 
Bernardino  Counties  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  395) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Sparks,  Nev., 
and  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E50),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 

(1)  Tractors,  front  end  loaders,  lift 
trucks,  self-propelled  agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery,  agricultural  hoisting  equipment; 

(2)  Attachments  for  the  commodities 
specified  in  (1)  above;  and  (3)  parts  of 
the  commodities  specified  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with 
any  of  said  commodities,  from  Schofield, 
Wis.,  and  the  facilities  of  Drott  Manu¬ 
facturing  Corporation,  at  King  and  Har¬ 
rison,  Wis.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico.  The 


purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Fargo  or  Gwinner,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E52),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  5810/2.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Asbestos  cement  pipe,  conduit  and 
couplings  with  accessories  necessary  for 
the  installation  thereof,  from  Riverside, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-Iowa  State  line  and  extending 
along  Nebraska  Highway  92  to  junction 
Nebraska  Highway  2,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  2  to  the  Nebraska- 
South  Dakota  State  line,  to  Iowa,  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Big  Horn  County,  Wyo. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E55),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Commodities,  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  which,  because  of  their  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and  related  machinery,  parts,  and 
related  contractors’  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  when  their  transportation  is  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  by  said 
carrier  of  commodities  which  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  equip¬ 
ment;  and  (2)  Self-propelled  articles, 
each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more, 
and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts,  and 
supplies  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with  (restricted  to  commodities  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers),  (a)  between  points 
in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  United  States-Canada  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  59  north  of  Lancaster,  Minn., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  Detroit 
Lake,  Minn.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  the  Iowa- 
Minnesota  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Hlinois  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Jo  Daviess,  Stephenson, 
Winnebag,  Boone,  McHenry,  and  Lake 
Counties) ;  (b)  between  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  United  States-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  on  U.S.  Highway 
59  north  of  Lancaster,  Minn.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  Detroit  Lake, 
Minn.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  the  Iowa-Minnesota 
State  line,  and  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  at  or  near 
Bandette,  Minn.,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  72  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  2,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 


371,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  371  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  St.  Cloud,  Minn., 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  15  to 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Illinois  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
6;  and  (c)  between  points  in  Koochich¬ 
ing  County,  Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Illinois- 
Missouri  State  line  at  or  near  Quincy, 
HI.,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  104 
to  junction  Illinois  Highway  29,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  29  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
460,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to 
the  Minois-Indiana  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Minnesota  within 
50  miles  of  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E59),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Michael  E.  Mil¬ 
ler,  502  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  their  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
related  machinery,  parts,  and  related 
contractors’  materials  and  supplies  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  by  said  carrier  of  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight 
require  special  equipment,  and  (2)  Self- 
propelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith  (restricted  to  com¬ 
modities  transported  on  trailers) ;  (a) 
between  points  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  281,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
bn  the  other,  points  in  Iowa  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa-Nebraska 
State  line  at  the  junction  of  the  state  line 
and  Iowa  Highway  175,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  175  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  141  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
35  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  38,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  38  to  the  Iowa-Illinois 
State  line;  (b)  between  points  in  Kansas 
within  an  area  east  of  U.S.  Highway  281 
and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  77,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  20; 
and  (c)  between  points  in  Kansas  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  77,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  the  Iowa-Nebraska  State  line  and 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  the 
Iowa-Minnesota  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  South  Dakota. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E147),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar- 
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ion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Michael  E.  Mil¬ 
ler.  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Tractors,  agricultural  implements  and 
parts,  and  farm  machinery  and  parts,  the 
transportation  of  which,  because  of  their 
size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  related  machinery  parts 
when  their  transportation  is  incidental 
to  the  transportation  by  said  carrier  of 
commodities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment,  and 
(2)  self-propelled  articles  described  in 
(1)  above,  not  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment  for  their  transportation,  each 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more  and  re¬ 
lated  parts  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with  (restricted  to  commodities  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers) ,  from  Ottumwa,  Iowa, 
Chicago,  East  Moline,  Rock  Island,  and 
Springfield,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Minnesota 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  73,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  73  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  53,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  53  to 
the  International  Falls,  Minn.,  and  that 
part  of  North  Dakota  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Montana-North  Dakota 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2  to  Lakota,  N.  Dak.,  thence  along 
North  Dakota-  Highway  1  to  the  United 
States-Canada  Boundary  line,  not  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  the  indicated  portions 
of  the  highways  specified  other  than 
Minot,  N.  Dak.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Alden, 
Minn.,  and  points  within  10  miles  of 
Alden. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E151),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg., 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Hay  balers  and  parts,  and  (2) 
agricultural  stump  cutting,  trench  back¬ 
filling,  and  tree -moving  equipment  and 
parts  for  such  commodities,  from  Ma¬ 
dras,  Oreg.,  to  points  in  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Kentucky,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Washington,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  New  York,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Maine,  and  Michigan.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pella,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  113855  Sub-No.  E154),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mari¬ 
on  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.,  55901.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Michael  E.  Mil¬ 
ler,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  A  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A) 


Commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  special  handling  (except  boats 
and  iron  and  steel  articles) ,  and  related 
machinery  parts  and  related  contractor’s 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  of  commodities  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  and  (B)  Self-pro¬ 
pelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith  (restricted  to  com¬ 
modities  which  are  transported  in  trail¬ 
ers)  ;  (1)  between  points  in  Iowa  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  77,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
Jersey  and  Delaware:  and  (2)  between 
points  in  Iowa  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  59,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Washington,  D.C.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  South  Dakota 
and  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Maryland- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  unnumbered  highway  (formerly 
portion  U.S.  Highway  15)  to  junction 
Business  U.S.  Highway  15  near  Fairplay, 
Pa.,  thence  along  Business  U.S.  Highway 
15  through  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  (formerly  portion  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15) ,  thence  along  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  through  Clear  Spring,  Pa.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  the  Pennsylvania -New 
York  State  line  (except  points  in  Berks, 
Bucks,  Chester,  Delaware,  Montgomery, 
and  Philadelphia  Counties,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  the 
above-described  line  in  Adams,  York, 
Cumberland,  Perry,  Dauphin,  Lebanon, 
and  Lancaster  Counties,  Pa.,  and  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15  and  north  of  the  East 
Branch  of  the  Susquehanna  River  in 
Tioga,  Bradford,  Lycoming,  Sullivan, 
Union,  Snyder,  Northumberland,  Mon¬ 
tour,  and  Columbia  Counties,  Pa.). 

No.  MC  114019  (Sub-No.  E358)  (Cor¬ 
rection).  filed  May  16,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  March  6,  1975. 
Applicant:  MIDWEST  EMERY 

FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000  S.  Pu¬ 
laski  Rd.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60629.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Arthur  J.  Sibik  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
from  Sparrows  Point  and  Baltimore, 
Md.;  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  within 
30  miles  thereof ;  points  in  those  parts  of 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and  Maryland, 
which  are  located  within  30  miles  of 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Ontario  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  245,  thence  along  New 


York  Highway  245  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  36,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  36  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  21,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
21  to  junction  New  York  Highway  17, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  17  to 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line; 
points  in  Pennsylvania  and  those  in 
West  Virginia  in,  north,  and  east  of  Wet¬ 
zel,  Harrison,  Upshur,  Randolph,  and 
Pocahontas  Counties,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Indiana  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indiana -Illinois  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
24  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  3,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  3  to  the  Indiana  - 
Michigan  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Akron,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  correct  the  territorial 
description. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
June  4  1974.  Applicant:  CEDAR  RAP¬ 
IDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Gene  R. 
Prohushi  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Farm  implements  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  except  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  from  Jonesville,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Iowa  on  and  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Nora  Springs,  Iowa,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  18  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  un-numbered  highway  at 
Charles  City,  Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa 
un-numbered  highway  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  188.  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  188  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  3, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  3  to  junction 
Iowa  un-numbered  highway,  thence 
along  Iowa  un-numbered  highway  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  218,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  218 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  the  Iowa- 
Illinois  State  line,  thence  along  the  Iowa- 
Illinois  State  line  to  the  Iowa-Missouri 
State  line,  thence  along  the  Iowa- 
Missouri  State  line  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  202,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  202  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  2, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  5,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  5  to  junction  Iowa  un-num- 
bered  highway  at  Moravia,  Iowa,  thence 
along  Iowa  un-numbered  highway  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  68,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  68  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  34,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  14,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  14  to  junction  Iowa 
un-numbered  highway,  thence  along 
xm -numbered  highway  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  206,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  206  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  un-numbered  highway  to 
Dows,  Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  and  Iowa  un-num¬ 
bered  highway,  thence  north  on  Iowa 
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un-numbered  highway  to  junction  Iowa 
un-numbered  highway  and  Iowa  Highway 
263,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  263  to 
junction  Iowa  un-numbered  highway  at 
Latimer,  Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  junction  Iowa  un-numbered  high¬ 
way,  thence  east  and  north  on  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  through  Rockwell, 
Cartersville,  and  Rockford,  Iowa,  thence 
north  on  Iowa  un-numbered  highway  and 
U.S.  Highway  18,  thence  west  on  U.S. 
Highway  18  to  Nora  Springs,  Iowa.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  E9>,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  CEDAR  RAP¬ 
IDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Gene  R. 
Prohushi  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Twine  and  iron  and  steel 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Iowa  in  and  on  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Iowa-Minnesota  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  150,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  150  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
101,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  101  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  363,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  363  to  junction  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  at  Urbana,  Iowa, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
thru  Shellsburg  and  Palo,  Iowa,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  94,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  94  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
218,  thence,  along  U.S.  Highway  218  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  1,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  1  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  92,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  92  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  218,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  218  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  34,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  1,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  1  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  2,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  2  to 
junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
through  Mt.  Sterling,  Iowa,  to  the  Iowa- 
Missouri  State  line,  and  thence  from  the 
Missouri-Iowa  State  line  along  Iowa 
Highway  202  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
2,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  5,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  5  to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  at  Moravia,  Iowa,  thence  along 
Iowa  unnumbered  highway  thru  Iconium 
and  Melrose,  Iowa,  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  68,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 

68  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  14. 

Thence  along  Iowa  Highway  14  to 
junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  206,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  206  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 

69  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 


along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Williams,  Iowa, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction 
Iowa  unnumbered  highway,  thence  along 
Iowa  unnumbered  highway  to  Dows, 
Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  263, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  263  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  at  Lati¬ 
mer,  Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  junction  Iowa  unnum¬ 
bered  highway,  thence  along  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  thru  Chapin,  Iowa,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway,  thence  along  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway  thru  Rockwell, 
Cartersville,  and  Rockford,  Iowa,  thence 
along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  and 
junction  U.S.  Highway  28,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  18  to  Nora  Springs, 
Iowa,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  18  to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  218 
at  Osage,  Iowa,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  218  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  9, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  9  to  New 
Haven,  Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  157,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  157  to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  at  Limes  Springs,  Iowa,  thence 
along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  to  the 
Iowa-Minnesota  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  CEDAR 

RAPIDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prokuski  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Machinery,  machinery 

parts,  and  hinder  twine  (except  commo¬ 
dities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment)  from  Rock  Island,  Ill., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  in  and  on  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Iowa-Minnesota 
State  line  extending  along  Iowa  Highway 
26  to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered  High¬ 
way,  thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  through  Elon,  Rossville,  and  Vol- 
ney  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  13,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  151,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  151  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  149,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  149  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  201, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  201  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  at  Wat¬ 
kins,  thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  to  West  Amana,  thence  along 
Iowa  unnumbered  highway  to  Blairs- 
town,  thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  212, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  212  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
through  Chelsea  and  Haven  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  63. 


Thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  14,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  14 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  117,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  117  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  163, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  163  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  316,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  316  to  junction 
Iowa  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
through  Hartford  and  Palmyra  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  92,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  92  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
65/69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65/69 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69  at  Des 
Moines,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway,  thence  along  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway  to  Dows,  thence 
along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  263,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  263  to  junction 
Iowa  unnumbered  highway  at  Latimer, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
through  Chapin  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65 
through  Sheffield  to  junction  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway,  thence  along  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway  through  Rockwell, 
Cartersville,  and  Rockford  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  18  at  Nora  Springs,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  18  to  junction  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway,  thence  along 
Iowa  unnumbered  highway  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  218  at  Osage,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  218  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  157,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  157  to  junction  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  at  Lime  Springs, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
to  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line,  thenc  s 
along  the  Iowa-Minnesota  State  line 
to  the  point  of  beginning.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  CEDAR 

RAPIDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohuski  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Machinery,  machinery 
parts  and  binder  twine  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  from  Sandwich,  Ill., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  in 
and  on  a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  extending  along 
Iowa  Highway  76  to  junction  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  at  Rossville,  Iowa, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  52  at  Minona, 
Iowa,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  13,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  13  to  junction  U.S. 
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Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  1,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  1  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  92,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  92  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
65-69.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65-69 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction 
U5.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  Iowa  unnum¬ 
bered  highway,  thence  along  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway  to  Dows,  Iowa, 
thence  along  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  263  at  Coulter, 
Iowa,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  263 
to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered  high¬ 
way,  thence  along  unnumbered  highway 
through  Chapin,  Iowa,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  65  to  junction  Iowa  unnum¬ 
bered  highway,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  through  Rockwell, 
Cartersville,  and  Rockford,  Iowa,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  18,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  18  to  Nora  Springs,  Iowa, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  18  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  218  at  Osage, 
Iowa,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
218  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  9  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
63  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  157, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  157  to 
junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  at 
Lime  Springs,  Iowa,  thence  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  the  Iowa-Minne- 
sota  State  line,  thence  along  the  Minne- 
sota-Iowa  State  line  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eli¬ 
minate  the  gateway  of  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  CEDAR  RAP¬ 
IDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Gene  R. 
Prohuski  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Machinery,  machinery 
parts,  and  binder  twine  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  in  and  on  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Iowa -Minnesota 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  150,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  150  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  101,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  101  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
363,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  363  to 
junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  at 
Urban  a,  thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  94, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  94  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  218,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  218  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
1,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  1  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  92,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  92  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  218,  thence  along  U.S.  218  to  junc¬ 
tion  U-S.  Highway  34,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 


1,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  1  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  2  to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  through  Mt.  Sterling,  to  the 
Iowa-Missouri  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Iowa-Missouri  State  line  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  202,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  202  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 

2,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  5,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  5  to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered 
highway  at  Moravia,  thence  along  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway  through  Iconium 
and  Melrose,  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
68,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  68  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  14,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  14 
to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  206, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  206  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  65. 

Thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  65/69  to  Des  Moines, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  Iowa  unnum¬ 
bered  highway,  thence  north  along  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway  to  Dows,  thence 
along  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  along  Iowa  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  263  at 
Coulter,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
263  to  junction  Iowa  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  at  Latimer,  thence  along  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Iowa  un¬ 
numbered  highway,  thence  along  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway  through  Chapin 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway,  thence  along 
Iowa  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  18,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  18  to  junction  Iowa  unnum¬ 
bered  highway,  thence  north  on  Iowa 
unnumbered  highway  to  junction  U.S, 
Highway  218  at  Osage,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  218  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
9,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  9  to  junc¬ 
tion  £r.s.  Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
157,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  157  to 
junction  Iowa  unnumbered  highway  at 
Lime  Springs,  Iowa,  thence  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  the  Iowa-Minne- 
sota  State  line,  thence  along  the  Iowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  St.  Clair  Ave.. 
E.  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  containers,  from  points  in  Geor¬ 
gia  to  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Wis¬ 
consin,  points  in  Missouri  beginning  at 
the  Missouri-Hlinois  State  line,  thence 


on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  6,  thence  along 
Missouri  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  136,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  the  Missouri - 
Nebraska  State  line,  and  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  beginning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana 
State  line  which  lie  on  and  north  of  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  17,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  17  “to  junction  U.S.  Highway  66. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  9,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  9  to  the  Illinois-Iowa 
State  line,  points  in  Upper  Michigan  on 
and  west  of  Michigan  Highway  35  and 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Marinette,  Mich.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  El  Paso,  Ill. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  230  S.  Clair  Ave., 
E.  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  containers,  from  points  in  Florida 
to  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  points  in  Michigan  (except  points 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction 
Michigan  Highway  78,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  78  to  junction  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  21,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  21  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  Bay  City,  Mich.,  points  in  Indiana 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  31  and  on 
and  north  of  Indiana  Highway  14,  points 
in  Missouri  beginning  at  the  Missouri - 
Illinois  State  line  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway  6 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  136,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
136  to  the  Missouri-Nebraska  State  line 
and  points  in  Illinois  beginning  at  the 
Illinois-Indiana  State  line,  thence  on  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  74  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  47,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  47  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  36,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  the  Illinois-Missouri  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  El  Paso,  Ill. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair  Ave., 
East  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  containers,  from  all  points  in 
Iowa  to  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  41.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  El 
Paso,  Ky. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E50>,  filed 
December  30.  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  PAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
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(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  farm  implements  included  in 
iron  and  steel  articles,  from  Poplarville, 
Miss.,  to  that  portion  of  Alabama  on, 
north  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  20  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Alabama-Georgia  State  line 
and  extending  along  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  431,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  431  to  the  Alabama-Tennessee  State 
line,  and  that  portion  of  Georgia  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  78  beginning  at 
the  Georgia-Alabama  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  78  to  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  20  and  also  to  Atlanta  and 
Augusta,  Ga.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Anniston, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E98>,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  St.  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fresh  meats,  and 
cooked  or  cured  meats,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and  Vermont. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E99>,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  frozen  commodities  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Chattanooga,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  Missouri.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E100),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
unfrozen  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 


Wisconsin  and  Minnesota.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E118),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products,  as 
described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
from  Bristol,  Va.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Ohio,  and  Rhode  Island.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Bristol,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  E8)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  22,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  July  17,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  D  &  L  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3800 
South  Laramie  Avenue,  Cicero,  Ill.  60650. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  R. 
Lavery  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Coal  tar  and  coal  tar  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  coal  tar  chemicals) ,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles,  from  Jo¬ 
liet,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Minnesota.  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  operations  authorized  herein 
are  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  a  prior  movement  by  rail. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Flexi  Flo  Terminal  of 
Penn  Central  Transportation  Company 
at  Hammond,  Ind.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  include  the  restriction. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  E41)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  24,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  July  22,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  D  &  L  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3800 
S.  Laramie  Ave.,  Cicero,  Ill.  60650.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  R.  Lavery 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Liquid  chimicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  Flexi-Flo  Terminals  of 
Penn  Central  Transportation  Company 
at  Hammond,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky,  that  part  of  Ohio  south  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  24  and  Tennessee  (ex¬ 
cept  Kingsport) ,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  move¬ 
ment  by  rail.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  Diversified  Chemicals  and  Propel¬ 
lants  Co.,  at  Frankfort,  Ill.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  correct  the  terri¬ 
torial  descriptions. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  E98),  filed 
May  25,  1974.  Applicant:  D  &  L  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  5700  Industrial  Highway, 
Gary,  Ind.  46404.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  R.  Lavery  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  pellets,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles, 
having  a  prior  movement  by  rail,  from 


points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Manistee,  Mich.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Michigan  Highway  55  to  junc¬ 
tion  Michigan  Highway  76,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  76  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  23,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  junction  Michigan  Highway  25  to 
Unionville,  thence  along  unnumbered 
county  highway  to  junction  Michigan 
Highway  53,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  53  to  junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  59,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
59  to  the  west  bank  of  Lake  St.  Clair,  and 
thence  along  the  west  bank  of  Lake  St. 
Clair  to  the  Detroit  River  and  Lake  Erie 
to  the  Michigan-Ohio  State  line,  to  points 
in  California.  Colorado,  Idaho,  Oregon, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  that  part 
of  Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Hazel,  Tenn.,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  641  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  69,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  69  to  the  Tennessee  - 
Michigan  State  line,  restricted  to  the 
transportation,  of  shipments  having  a 
prior  movement  by  rail.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
the  Flexi  Flo  Terminal  of  Penn  Central 
Transportation  Co.,  at  Hammond,  Ind., 
and  Marseilles,  Ill. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  E125),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  D&L  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3800  S.  Laramie  Ave., 
Cicero.  Ill.  60650.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  R.  Lavery  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Hydrogen  gas,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Middletown, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska.  South  Dakota,  points  in  Missouri 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Hannibal,  Mo.,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  the  Missouri- 
Kansas  State  line,  and  points  in  Kansas 
(except  points  in  Montgomery.  Labette, 
Cherokee,  and  Bourbon  Counties).  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Niota.  Ill. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  E130),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  D&L  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3800  S,  Laramie  Ave., 
Cicero,  Ill.  60650.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  R.  Lavery  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  liquefied  petroleum  gas,  liquid 
fertilizer  and  cryogenic  liquids),  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Janesville,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Kansas  and  Missouri.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  the  plant  site  of  the  Apple  River 
Chemical  Co.,  at  or  near  Niota,  Ill. 

No.  MC  116915  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  28,  1974.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  1125 
Sweeney  St.,  Owensboro,  Ky.  42301,  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  P.  Sul¬ 
livan,  1819  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Oil  well 
and  mine  machinery,  pipe,  and  supplies 
(1)  between  Williamson  and  Beckley,  W. 
Va.,  and  points  in  West  Virginia  north 
of  Mingo,  Wyoming,  Raleigh,  Summers, 
and  Monroe  Counties,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mississippi, 
those  in  Kentucky  in  and  west  of  Han¬ 
cock,  Ohio,  Muhlenberg,  and  Todd  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  those  in  Tennessee  on  and  west 
of  Interstate  Highway  65,  (2)  between 
points  in  West  Virginia  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Paynesville  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  West  Virginia  Highway  83 
to  Yukon,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  16  to  Beckley,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  Summersville,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  39  to  the 
West  Virginia- Virginia  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Illinois  on  and  south  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  74  (except  Danville)  and  points  in 
Indiana  on,  south  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Terre  Haute  and  extending 
along  Indiana  Highway  46  to  Blooming¬ 
ton,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  37 
to  the  Indiana-Kentucky  State  line,  and 
(3)  between  points  in  West  Virginia  on 
and  north  of  the  line  described  in  (2) 
above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  50  and  points  in  Indiana 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  150  ex¬ 
tending  west  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50  and  U.S.  Highway  to  the  Indiana- 
Illinois  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  within  35  miles  of  Owensboro,  Ky. 

No.  MC  116915  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
May  28,  1974.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORPORATION, 
Owensboro,  Ky.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Sullivan,  Federal  Bar 
Building  West,  1819  H  St.  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aluminum  and  aluminum  products 
(other  than  motor  vehicles),  which  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment  by 
reason  of  size  or  weight  from  points  in 
Tennessee  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Alabama-Tennessee  State  line  and 
extending  along  Tennessee  Highway  13 
to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  49, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  49  to 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  to 
points  in  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Han¬ 
cock  County,  Ky. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  E116),  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  THE  MAX¬ 
WELL  CO.,  10380  Evendale  Drive,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio  45215.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Stiverson  &  Alden,  P.O.  Box 
5241,  Columbus,  Ohio  43212.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Vegetable  oils,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Illinois 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  50  (except 
Chicago,  Decatur  and  Bloomington)  and 
soya  bean  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Chicago,  Decatur,  and  Blooming¬ 
ton,  HI.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina  and  Virginia  (2)  vege¬ 


table  oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  74  (except  Chicago  and 
Bloomington)  and  soya  bean  oil,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chicago  and 
Bloomington)  and  soya  bean  oil,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chicago  and 
Bloomington,  HI.,  to  points  in  Georgia: 
(3)  vegetable  oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Indiana  on,  east 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Madi¬ 
son,  Ind.,  and  extending  along  Indiana 
Highway  7  to  North  Vernon,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  Vincennes,  Ind.  (ex¬ 
cept  Indianapolis),  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  Virginia; 
and  (4)  vegetable  oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Indiana  on,  east 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Madison, 
Ind.,  and  extending  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  7  to  Columbus,  Ind.,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  46  to  Spencer,  Ind., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  the  Indiana- 
Illinois  State  line  (except  Indianapolis, 
Ind.),  to  points  in  Georgia.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  THE  MAX¬ 
WELL  CO.,  10380  Evendale  Drive,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio  45215.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Stiverson  &  Alden,  P.O.  Box 
5241,  Columbus,  Ohio  43212.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Caustic  soda,  alkaline 
cleaning  compounds,  sulphuric  acid,  hy¬ 
drochloric  acid,  buffing,  polishing  and 
abrasive  compounds,  coal  tar  chemicals, 
nitric  acid,  ink,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Il¬ 
linois  (except  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.- 
East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  those  in  the  Low¬ 
er  Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  and  west  of 
a  line  commencing  at  the  Michigan- 
Indiana  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  131  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Mackinaw  City  (except  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.,  and  points  in  its  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion),  those  in  Tennessee  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee- 
Kentucky  State  line  and  extending  along 
Tennessee  Highway  53  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  52,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  52  to  junction  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  42,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  42  to  Sparta,  Tenn.,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  111  to  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  8,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  8  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  127, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Jackson 
County,  Ind. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  El  18)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  19,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  April  23,  1974. 
Applicant:  THE  MAXWELL  COMPANY, 
10380  Evendale  Drive,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45215.  Applicant’s  representative: 


Thomas  L.  Maxwell  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Vegetable  oils  and 
products  and  blends  thereof,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Covington,  Ky.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
and  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  correct  the  “E”  number, 
previously  published  as  E52. 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5044,  High 
Point,  N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Richard  E.  Shaw  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Robertson  County, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Delaware,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  and  points  in  Maryland  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  U.S.  Highway 
11  at  the  Maryland-West  Virginia  State 
line,  to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State 
line;  and  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Maryland- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  652, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  652 
to  Narrowsburg,  N.Y.;  and  points  in  New 
York  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line 
near  Narrowsburg,  N.Y.,  and  extending 
along  New  York  Highway  97  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  209  at  Port  Jervis,  N.Y., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  209  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  87,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  87  to  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  E14) ,  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5044,  High 
Point,  N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Richard  E.  Shaw  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from  points  in 
Kanawha  County,  W.  Va.,  to  all  points  in 
Georgia  and  to  all  points  in  Virginia 
in  Accomack  and  Northampton  Counties 
and  to  all  other  points  in  Virginia  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Tennessee-Virginia  State  line  extending 
along  Virginia  Highway  716  to  Damascus, 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  58,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  58  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  57,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  57  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
29,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  29  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  40,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  40  to  Blackstone, 
Va.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to 
Petersburg,  Va.,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  36  to  Hopewell,  Va.,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  10  to  Virginia 
Highway  156,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  156  (across  the  James  River) 
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to  Virginia  Highway  5,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  5  to  Williamsburg,  Va., 
thence  along  unnumbered  highway  to 
Yorktown,  Va.,  thence  over  a  straight 
line  extending  between  the  Virginia 
Capes  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  North  Carolina. 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5044,  High 
Point,  N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  E.  Shaw  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  fertilizer  and  vege¬ 
table  oils),  in  bulk,  from  Lanett,  Ala., 
to  points  in  South  Carolina,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Virginia  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Savannah  River  on 
South  Carolina  Highway  72  and  proceed¬ 
ing  eastward  through  Greenwood  to 
Clinton,  SC.,  thence  along  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  56  to  Cross  Anchor,  S.C., 
thence  along  South  Carolina  Highway  49 
through  Union  and  Monarch  to  York, 
S.C.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  321 
through  Gastonia  to  Hickory,  N.C., 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
127  to  Taylorsville,  N.C.,  thence  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  16  to  junction 
North  Carolina  Highway  268  through 
Elkin  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  601, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  601  to  Mount 
Airy,  N.C.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  through  Hillsville,  Va.,  to  Bluefleld, 
W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Richmond,  Va. 

No.  MC  119702  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant:  STAHLY 

CARTAGE  CO.,  P.O.  Box  486,  Edwards- 
ville,  Ill.  62025.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh 
St.  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  XHI  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  St  Louis,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  24.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  a 
point  in  Pike  County,  Ill. 

No.  MC  119702  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant:  STAHLY 
CARTAGE  CO.,  P.O.  Box  486,  Edwards- 
ville,  Ill.  62025.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh 
St  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Cahokia  and  East 
St.  Louis,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Illinois  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  24.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  and  a  point  in  Pike  County, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  119875  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
August  29,  1974.  Applicant:  WAR  HUNT 


TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  R.D.  2,  Wiscoes- 
ville,  Pa.  18106.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Herbert  R.  Nurick,  P.O.  Box  1166, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  W108.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Confectionery  and  confectionery 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Hunterdon  County,  N.J.,  on  and  east  of 
New  Jersey  Highway  579  to  points  in 
Maryland  (except  points  in  Caroline, 
Cecil,  Dorchester,  Kent,  Queen  Annes, 
Somerset,  Talbot,  Wicomico,  and  Worces¬ 
ter  Counties).  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
M&M/Mars,  a  division  of  Mars,  Incor¬ 
porated  at  Elizabethtown,  Pa. 

No.  MC  119875  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
August  29,  1974.  Applicant:  WAR  HUNT 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  R.D.  2,  Wiscoes- 
ville,  Pa.  18106.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Herbert  R.  Nurick,  P.O.  Box  1166, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  in-egular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Confectionery  and  confectionery 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  points  in  Warren  Coun¬ 
ty,  N.J.,  and  those  points  in  Hunterdon 
County.  N.J.,  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  78,  to  points  in  Maryland  (ex¬ 
cept  those  points  in  Caroline,  Cecil,  Dor¬ 
chester,  Kent,  Queen  Annes,  Somerset, 
Talbot,  Wicomico,  and  Worcester.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  M&M/Mars,  a  division  of 
Mars,  Incorporated,  at  Elizabethtown, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  119875  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
August  29,  1974.  Applicant:  WAR  HUNT 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  R.D.  2,  Wiscoes- 
ville,  Pa.  18106.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Herbert  R.  Nurick,  P.O.  Box  1166, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Confectionery  and  confectionery 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Hackettstown,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Maryland  (except  those  points 
in  Caroline,  Cecil,  Dorchester,  Kent, 
Queen  Annes,  Somerset,  Talbot,  Wicomi¬ 
co,  and  Worcester.  The  purpose  of. this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
M&M/Mars,  a  division  of  Mars,  Incor¬ 
porated,  at  Elizabethtown,  Pa. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12948  Filed  5-15-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  289] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER  PRO¬ 
CEEDINGS  AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

May  16,  1975. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  Section  210a(b)  in  connection 


with  transfer  application  under  section 
212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49  C.F.R. 
Part  1132: 

No.  MC-FC-75850.  By  application  filed 
April  30,  1975,  MENSCH  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  3540  So.  Lawrence  St.,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA  19148,  seeks  temporary  author¬ 
ity  to  lease  the  operating  rights  of 
DONALD  SUNSHINE,  Trustee  in  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  of  LEWIS  G.  JOHNSON,  INC., 
1230  6th  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10020,  un¬ 
der  section  210a(b).  The  transfer  to 
MENSCH  TRUCKING.  INC.,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  DONALD  SUNSHINE, 
Trustee  in  Bankruptcy  of  LEWIS  G. 
JOHNSON,  is  presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

[sealI  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12949  Filed  5-15-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  288] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

May  16,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  June  5,  1975. 
Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a 
petition  will  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending 
its  disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-75798.  By  order  of  May  8, 
1975  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  James  S.  Manlowe,  San 
Diego,  Calif.,  of  Certificate  of  Registra¬ 
tion  No.  MC  65185  (Sub-No.  2),  issued 
by  the  Commission  May  23,  1969,  to 
A.  W.  Reid  Draying  Company,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  evidencing 
the  authority  to  perform  a  transporta¬ 
tion  service  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  corresponding  in  scope  to  the 
intrastate  authority  in  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  issued 
July  2,  1968,  by  Decision  No.  74345,  by 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 
State  of  California.  Martin  J.  Rosen, 
Esq.,  140  Montgomery  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  94104 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-12950  Filed  5-16-75:8:45  am] 
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MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

(Notice  No.  54] 

May  9,  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specif¬ 
ically  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(a>  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67,  (49  CFR  1131)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
writh  the  field  official  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15  cal¬ 
endar  days  after  the  date  of  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of 
such  protests  must  be  served  on  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  or  its  authorized  representative, 
if  any,  and  the  protests  must  certify 
that  such  service  has  been  made.  The 
protests  must  be  specific  as  to  the  service 
which  such  protestant  can  and  will  offer, 
and  must  consist  of  a  signed  original  and 
six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

No.  MC  15652  (Sub-No.  3TA) ,  filed 
April  30,  1975.  Applicant:  HOWARD 
ADELMAN  AND  NAOMI  ADELMAN, 
doing  business  as,  MILLER’S  EXPRESS, 
Road.,  10  Elm  Road,  Middletown,  N.Y. 
10940.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mich¬ 
ael  R.  Werner,  2  West  35th  St.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wearing  apparel  on  hangers,  and 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  wearing  apparel, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  serving 
the  Town  of  Mt.  Hope,  N.Y.,  and  Glen 
Rock,  N.J.,  as  off-route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  its  regular-route  operations. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS:  Monday 
Classics,  Inc.,  1350  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10018.  Lord’s  Sportswear,  Inc.,  11 
Baker  St.,  Otisville,  N.Y.  Manhattan  In¬ 
dustries,  25  Deboer  Dr.,  Glen  Rock,  N.J. 
07452.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Robert  A. 
Radler,  District  Supervisor,  518  Federal 
Bldg.,  Albany,  N.Y.  12207. 

No.  MC  106644  (Sub-No.  209  TA),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  2770 
Peyton  Road  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  W.  Randall 
Tye,  1400  Candler  Bldg.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tractors 
(except  truck  tractors'  and  parts,  im¬ 
plements,  attachments,  accessories  and 
supplies  therefor,  when  moving  inciden¬ 
tally  thereto  as  part  of  the  same  ship¬ 
ment  (except  commodities  which  because 


of  their  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment) ,  from  Norfolk,  Va., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  FloriHa,  Georgia,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Texas,  and 
Mississippi,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  and  destined 
to  points  within  the  states  described 
above,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Allis -Chalmers  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  512,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53201. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  William  L. 
Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  1252  W. 
Peachtree  St.  NW.,  Room  546,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  646TA),  filed 
April  23,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  611  South  28  Street, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53215.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  H.  Prevette  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Edible  tallow,  (in  bulk),  from 
points  in  West  Point,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Bryan  Packing 
Company,  Box  1177,  West  Point,  Miss. 
39773.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  John  E. 
Ryden,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  135  West 
Wells  St.,  Room  807,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53203. 

No.  MC  126709  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  SABER,  INC., 
514  S.  Floyd  Blvd.,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51101.  Applicant’s  representative:  Davey 
E.  Delaney  (same  address  ns  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  blood,  in 
tank  trucks,  from  points  in  Spencer, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
for  90  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS: 
John  Morrell  &  Co.,  Robert  L.  Lee,  Man¬ 
ager/Rates  &  Services,  208  South  La 
Salle  St.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604.  Spencer 
Foods,  Inc.,  Bill  D.  Gardner.  Corporate 
Traffic  Manager,  P.O.  Box  1228,  Spencer, 
Iowa  51301.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Car- 
roll  Russell,  District  Supervisor,  Suite 
620  Union  Pacific  Plaza,  110  North  14th 
St.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  79TA) ,  filed 
May  1,  1975.  Applicant:  TEXAS  CON¬ 
TINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Rocky  Moore  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Alcoholic  beverages  (except  in  bulk)  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  points  in  Bardstown, 
Lawrenceburg,  Stanley,  Clermont  and 
Sam  Clay,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Harahan, 
Lafayette  and  Shreveport,  La.,  and  Dal¬ 
las,  Fort  Worth,  Houston,  San  Antonio 
and  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.,  and  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER  :  Glazer’s  Wholesale  Drug  Company, 
Inc.,  508  Park  Ave.,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Roy  R.  Walker, 
Special  Agent,  Room  9A27  Federal  Bldg., 
819  Taylor  St.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76102. 


No.  MC  138018  (Sub-No.  20  TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  April  4,  1975,  published  in 
the  FR  issue  of  April  16,  1975,  and  re¬ 
published  as  corrected  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  REFRIGERATED  FOODS,  INC., 
1420  33rd  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80205. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Donna  F. 
Rose  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Rendered  lard,  (in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Downs, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Laredo,  Houston,  San 
Antonio,  El  Paso  and  Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
York  Packing  Co.,  Inc.,  York,  Nebr.  68467. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Roger  L.  Bu¬ 
chanan,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  1961  Stout 
Street,  2022  Federal  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202.  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  add  Laredo,  Tex.,  as  a  destination 
point. 

No.  MC  140010  (Sub-No.  3TA) ,  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as,  ST.  JOSEPH  MOTOR  LINES, 
573  Dutch  Valley  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30324.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  M.  Tettelbaum,  Suite  375,  3379 
Peachtree  Road  NE.,  P.O.  Box  18584,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Unexposed  photographic  film,  sensi¬ 
tized  photographic  paper,  reproductive 
plates  and  materials,  chemicals,  film, 
plastic  or  other  than  plastic,  and  related 
equipment  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  storage  and  ship¬ 
ping  facilities  of  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Ne¬ 
mours  &  Co.,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Doraville  (De  Kalb  County) ,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee  and 
return  of  pallets ;  unusable,  refused,  re¬ 
jected  and  damaged  shipments  on  re¬ 
turn:  and  (2)  Photographic  film  and  re¬ 
lated  materials,  from  the  plant  of  du 
Pont  at  or  near  Cedar  Mountain,  N.C., 
and  its  warehouses  at  or  near  Brevard, 
N.C.,  to  the  storage  and  shipping  facili¬ 
ties  of  DuPont  located  at  or  near  Dora¬ 
ville  (De  Kalk  County) ,  Ga.,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  E.  I.  du  Pont 
de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Del. 
19898.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  William 
L.  Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  1252  W. 
Peachtree  St.  NW.,  Room  546,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  140730  (Sub-No.  1TA),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  HAROLD  S. 
MOORE  AND  BILLY  J.  MOORE,  doing 
business  as  MOORE  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING,  Route  1,  Box  45 A,  Houston, 
Ark.  72070.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Berby  Branscum,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  587, 
Perry ville,  Ark.  72126.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Wood  shavings,  from  points  in  Ola, 
Ark.,  to  points  in  Lillie,  La.;  from  points 
in  Ola,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Perry,  Ark.,  on 
Arkansas  Highway  10;  from  Perry,  Ark., 
to  points  in  Morrilton,  Ark.,  on  Arkansas 
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Highway  9;  from  Morrilton,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  on  Interstate 
40;  from  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  to  points  in 
Lillie,  La.,  on  U.S.  Highway  167,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper :  Deltic  Farm  & 
Timber  Co.,  Inc.,  Box  278,  Ola,  Ark.  72853. 
Send  protests  to:  William  H.  Land,  Jr., 
District  Supervisor,  2519  Federal  Office 
Bldg.,  700  West  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72201. 

No.  MC  140899  TA,  filed  April  28,  1975. 
Applicant:  MATERIAL  TRANSPORT¬ 
ERS  CO.,  INC.,  OF  LOUISVILLE,  4004 
Crittenden  Drive,  Louisville,  Ky.  40209. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Wayne  L. 
Merilatt,  3037  Wedgewood  Way,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.  40220.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Coal,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
mining  and  supply  sites  and  facilities  in 
Breathitt,  Clay,  Knott,  Knox,  Jackson, 
Laurel,  Lee,  Madison,  Magoffin,  Morgan, 
Perry,  Rockcastle,  and  Wolfe  Counties, 
Ky.,  to  points  in  Clark  County,  Ind.,  and 
Green,  Hamilton  and  Montgomery  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Robert  Daugherty,  Owner, 
Daugherty  Construction  Co.,  461  Dover 
Road,  Lexington,  Ky.  40505.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Elbert  Brown,  Jr.,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  426  Post 
Office  Bldg.,  Louisville,  Ky.  40202. 

No.  MC  140900  TA,  filed  April  30,  1975. 
Applicant:  HAROLD  H.  DANEKAS. 
3524  East  Dayton  Ave.,  Fresno,  Calif. 
93726.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  H.  Kessler,  638  Divisadero  St.,  Fres¬ 
no,  Calif.  93721.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Granite,  from  Knowles,  Calif.,  to  the  San 
Francisco  Bay  Area  Ports  of  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Oakland,  Alameda,  Berkeley,  and 
Richmond,  Calif,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Raymond  Gran¬ 
ite  Company,  36733  Road  606,  Raymond, 
Calif.  93653.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Claud  W.  Reeves,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue, 
Box  36004,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102. 

No.  MC  140905  TA,  filed  May  7.  1975. 
Applicant:  PATRICK  &  FORBES  GRAIN 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  141,  Shaw- 


boro,  N.C.  27943.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  J.  H.  Patrick  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
and  solid  fertilizer,  packaged  and  in 
bulk,  to  be  carried  in  tank  or  trailer 
truck,  as  appropriate,  said  fertilizer  to 
be  non -pressurized  and  solutions  other 
than  anhydrous  ammonia,  to  pick  up 
and  deliver  in  Southeastern  Virginia  and 
Eastern  North  Carolina  as  follows:  IN 
VIRGINIA:  East  of  Interstate  U.S.  95 
and  South  of  the  James  River,  including 
the  counties  of  Prince  George,  Surrey, 
Isle  of  Wight,  Nansemond,  South  Hamp¬ 
ton,  Sussex,  and  the  Cities  of  Princess 
Ann,  Chesapeake,  Norfolk,  Portsmouth, 
Virginia  Beach,  Petersburg,  Hopewell, 
Emporia,  and  Suffolk:  IN  NORTH  CAR¬ 
OLINA:  East  of  Interstate  U.S.  95  and 
U.S.  Highway  No.  701  including  parts  or 
of  the  following  counties:  North  Hamp¬ 
ton,  Halifax,  Edgecomb,  Bertie,  Hertford, 
Gates,  Chowan,  Perquimans,  Dare,  Hyde, 
Beaufort,  Pitt,  Wilson,  Johnston,  Wayne, 
Green,  Lenoir,  Craven,  Pamlico,  Carteret, 
Jones,  Onslow,  Duplin,  Sampson,  Bladen, 
Pender,  New  Hanover,  Brunswick,  and 
Columbus,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  G.  P.  Kitterell  &  Son,  Inc., 
Route  1,  Box  4,  Corapeake,  N.C.  27926. 
Towe-Pike  Grain  &  Supply  Co.,  401  W. 
Maine  Street,  Elizabeth  City,  N.C.  27909. 
Kaiser  Agricultural  Chemical,  P.O.  Box 
1148,  Elizabeth  City,  N.C.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Archie  W.  Andrews,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  P.O.  Box 
26896,  Raleigh,  N.C.  27611. 

No.  MC  140906  TA,  filed  May  2,  1975. 
Applicant:  DONALD  R.  FERGISON, 
Route  1,  Helena,  Mo.  64559.  Applicant’s 
representative :  Lucy  Kennard  Bell,  Suite 
910  Fairfax  Bldg.,  101  West  Eleventh  St., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  feed,  feed  supplements,  and 
feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  Altoona, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Union  Star,  Mo.,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
James  K.  Young,  doing  business  as  Union 
Star  Elevator,  Union  Star,  Mo.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  Shipper:  Union  Star 
Elevator,  Union  Star,  Mo.  64494.  Send 
protests  to:  Vernon  V.  Coble,  District 


Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  911  Walnut,  600  Federal  Bldg., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  140910  TA,  filed  May  1,  1975. 
Applicant:  FLORENCE  N.  SOBLE,  doing 
business  as  GENTRY  FORWARDING 
COMPANY,  3445  Paterson  Plank  Road, 
North  Bergen,  N.J.  07047.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  E.  Lindeman, 
Suite  1032  Penn.  Bldg.,  Pennsylvania 
Ave.  &  13th  St.  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
other  than  those  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles,  containers, 
and  trailer  chassis,  between  Middletown, 
N.Y.,  Fairless  Hills  and  Berwick,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connec¬ 
ticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  Virginia, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Strick 
Corporation,  225  Lincoln  Highway,  Fair¬ 
less  Hills,  Pa.  Send  protests  to:  Robert 
E.  Johnston,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  9  Clinton 
St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  140911  TA.  filed  May  1,  1975. 
Applicant:  DONNELL  CASTLEMAN, 
GENERAL  PARK  FIELDS,  AND  JOHN¬ 
NY  WAYNE  KINCAID,  doing  business  as 
TENNESSEE  TRANSPORT  COMPANY, 
P.O.  Box  345-A,  Antioch,  Tenn.  37013. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Johnny 
Wayne  Kincaid,  Route  2,  Antioch,  Tenn. 
37013.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Car-wash 
equipment  and  items  related  thereto,  in¬ 
cluding  machine  parts  and  brushes,  from 
Smyrna,  Tenn.,  to  points  within  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii),  which  are  necessary  to  transport 
and  deliver  said  commodity,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Smith  Company, 
Inc.,  Building  693 — Smyrna  Airport, 
Smyrna,  Tenn.  37167.  Send  protests  to: 
Joe  J.  Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  a-422  Federal  Bldg.,  801 
Broadway,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-12953  Piled  5-15-75:8:45  am] 
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